INVESTIGATION OF THE ASSASSINATION 
OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. 


HEARINGS 

BEFORE THE 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS 

OF THE 

U.S. HOUSE OF REPEESENTATIYES 

NINETY-FIFTH CONGRESS 

SECOND SESSION 


NOVEMBER 9, AND 10, 1978 


VOLUME IV 


Printed for the use of the Select Committee on Assassinations 


U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
36-ill O WASHINGTON : 1979 


For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20402 



SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS 

LOUIS STOKES, Ohio, Chairman 


RICHARDSON PREYER, North Carolina 
WALTER E. FAUNTROY, 

District of Columbia 
YVONNE BRATHWAITE BURKE, 
California 

CHRISTOPHER J. DODD, Connecticut 
HAROLD E. FORD, Tennessee 
FLOYD J. FITHIAN, Indiana 
ROBERT W. EDGAR, Pennsylvania 

Subcommittee on the 
Assassination of 
Martin Luther King, Jr. 

WALTER E. FAUNTROY, Chairman 
HAROLD E. FORD 
FLOYD J. FITHIAN 
ROBERT W. EDGAR 
STEWART B. McKINNEY 
LOUIS STOKES, ex officio 
SAMUEL L. DEVINE, ex officio 


SAMUEL L. DEVINE, Ohio 
STEWART B. McKINNEY, Connecticut 
CHARLES THONE, Nebraska 
HAROLD S. SAWYER, Michigan 


Subcommittee on the 
Assassination of 
John F. Kennedy 

RICHARDSON PREYER, Chairman 
YVONNE BRATHWAITE BURKE 
CHRISTOPHER J. DODD 
CHARLES THONE 
HAROLD S. SAWYER 
LOUIS STOKES, ex officio 
SAMUEL L. DEVINE, ex officio 


(ID 



CONTENTS 


November 9, 1978: 

Opening statements: Pae® 

Chairman Louis Stokes 1 

Delegate Walter E. Fauntroy 3 

Narration by G. Robert Blakey, chief counsel and staff director 7 

Testimony of Alexander Eist, retired, Metropolitan Police Force, London, 
England 10 

Afternoon Session 

Narration by G. Robert Blakey, chief counsel and staff director 77 

Testimony of firearms panel: 

Andrew M. Newquist, Iowa Bureau of Criminal Investigation; George 
S. Bates, Jr., New York State Police Laboratory; Russell M. Wilhelm, 
chief, Maryland State Police Ballistic Unit; Donald E. Champagne, 
Florida Department of Criminal Law Enforcement, and Monty C. 

Lutz, Wisconsin Regional Crime Laboratory 81 

November 10, 1978: 

Narration by G. Robert Blakey, on possible criminal motives of James Earl 

Ray and playing of tape Ill 

Testimony of Mr. Edward Redditt, formerly of the Memphis Police Depart- 
ment 202 

Afternoon Session 

Narration by G. Robert Blakey, chief counsel and staff director 235 

Testimony of Mr. Frank C. Holloman, former director of fire and safety, 

Memphis, Tenn 236 

Prepared statement of Mr. Frank C. Holloman 334 

(HI) 




INVESTIGATION OF THE ASSASSINATION OF 
MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. 


THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 9, 1978 

House of Representatives, 

Select Committee on Assassinations, 

Washington, D.C, 

The select committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:10 a.m., 
in room 345, Cannon House Office Building, Hon. Louis Stokes 
(chairman of the select committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Stokes, Devine, Preyer, McKinney, 
Fauntroy, Sawyer, Dodd, and Edgar. 

Also present: G. Robert Blakey, chief counsel and staff director; 
Alan Hausman, staff counsel; William Webb, staff counsel; and 
Elizabeth L. Berning, chief clerk. 

Chairman Stokes. As the Select Committee on Assassinations 
continues its hearings into the death of Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr., it is appropriate once again to comment on certain aspects of 
the public presentation of the results of our investigation. 

As I have said before, the select committee has divided its man- 
date, which derives from House Resolution 222, into four questions: 

First, who assassinated Dr. King? 

Second, did the assassin or assassins have help? That is, was 
there a conspiracy? 

Third, what was the quality of the performance of the agencies, 
chiefly the FBI, that investigated the assassination? 

And fourth, what recommendations should the committee make 
for the future? 

Although public interest may focus primarily on the conspiracy 
question, the committee considers each of them to be of equal 
importance. 

Last August, as those of you who have followed our hearings will 
recall, the evidence that was presented dealt with the facts and 
circumstances of Dr. King’s death and their connection, if any, 
with the activities of the convicted assassin, James Earl Ray. We 
will continue today with that aspect of the investigation. Then, 
starting tomorrow and for the rest of the month, we will turn to 
unanswered questions that have a bearing on the conspiracy issue. 
In addition, we will examine the performance of the FBI in its 
surveillance of Dr. King prior to his death and in its investigation 
of his murder. 

As I have noted, the committee has strived throughout its inves- 
tigation to develop the recommendations — both legal and adminis- 
trative— that it will consider for the future. These recommenda- 
tions will be the specific topic for discussion in 2 days of public 
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hearings next month. As unpleasant as it is, there is a real pros- 
pect that this Nation will face political assassinations in the future. 
Eight American Presidents — nearly one in four — have been the 
target of assassins’ bullets, and four died as a result. As the Na- 
tional Commission on the Causes and Prevention of Violence ob- 
served in 1969: 

Violence has been a recurring theme in American life, rising to a crescendo 
whenever social movements — agrarian reform, abolition, reconstruction, organized 
labor— have challenged the established order * * * such periods have often pro- 
duced assassinations of * * * prominent persons. Consistently, they have subjected 
potential leaders to vilification and threats to their safety. 

It is crucial, therefore, that we prepare for them, and there is no 
better time to do so than when the Nation is in a period of relative 
calm. 

As I have also noted in the past, the primary purpose of these 
hearings is to give the committee staff an opportunity to present in 
public key evidence on essential issues in the investigation. The 
hearings also serve as a forum for the committee to undertake to 
evaluate the evidence. Nevertheless, I should caution you that 
neither the committee nor its staff is trying to prove or disprove 
any particular theory. Instead, the committee intends to consider 
the best available evidence on a given point, evidence that may 
prove or disprove this or that theory, or 1^ insufficient to lead to a 
judgment either way. We are exploring what the truth may be; as 
a committee, we have no preconceived notions. 

Speaking about the quality of evidence available to the commit- 
tee, it would be instructive to look back to our hearings on the 
assassination of President Kennedy. In the Kennedy case, the com- 
mittee had access to an abundance of high-quality evidence, often 
the hard stuff of science, to establish what happened in Dallas. In 
the King case, unfortunately, less scientific evidence is available — 
there were for example no photographs taken at the instant of the 
murder, no tapes made of the sound of rifle fire as there were in 
Dallas. Consequently, it will be necessary here to rely more on 
documents and human memories. 

There are, of course, sharp differences in the quality of various 
types of evidence. Those differences need to be explicitly noted 
here. Human testimony is qualified by perception and memory, to 
say nothing of bias or motive to lie. It is, therefore, less reliable 
than documents prepared, not for litigation, but to establish an 
accurate record of events. In turn, documents are less dependable 
than scientific analysis. 

Finally, on the subject of evidence, let me say that while we may 
not always know what we might wish to know with the degree and 
certitude that we might like, the committee is still obligated to 
make public what it has learned. The obligation stems from the 
nature of legislative proceedings, which these hearings are, as op- 
posed to a judicial trial. 

This leads then to my next point. These are legislative hearings, 
not a trial, criminal or otherwise. Consequently, there is no indict- 
ment; there is no defendant. The normal rules of evidence that 
control judicial proceedings do not, therefore, apply. It follows, 
therefore, that a special duty of restraint is imposed on this com- 
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mittee, one that should also be assumed by those who follow our 
hearings. 

It is this: The evidence being presented should not be stretched 
beyond what is fairly established — and it should not be sensationa- 
lized. 

This note of caution is especially applicable to the conspiracy 
issue, all the more so when indications of association are being 
considered. Evidence should be taken for what it shows — no more, 
no less. 

As I have said before, while conspiracy is founded on association, 
more than association is required to establish it. To reason that 
guilt goes hand-in-hand with association — the principle of guilt by 
association — is abhorrent in a free society. We must examine evi- 
dence carefully, reserving judgment until all available facts are 
known, reaching conclusions only to the extent that the evidence 
fully justifies them. 

I must also caution again that even with the completion of these 
public hearings, our job will not be over. Obviously, it will not be 
possible here for us to consider every question of concern, or even 
to consider all evidence on those questions heard. Much ground has 
been covered in our executive hearings, our depositions, field inter- 
views, and file reviews, and we will publish in our final report the 
information obtained and an analysis of it. What we intend to 
present in these hearings is a distillation of more than a year of 
effort by the committee and its staff. I recognize that there will be 
loose ends. Most of them we hope to tie down in the final report, 
but frankly life itself contains loose ends. As I have said before, not 
every question asked can be answered to the satisfaction of every- 
one. 

I would now like to call on my colleague, Mr. Walter Fauntroy, 
the distinguished Representative of the District of Columbia and 
chairman of the King assassination subcommittee, in order for him 
to bring us up to date with a review of our public hearings on the 
King assassination that were held this past August. Mr. Fauntroy. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

As Chairman Stokes observed, the committee began its public 
hearings into the death of Dr. Martin Luther King last August. 
Almost 3 months have passed since then, so it may be helpful to 
those who have followed our hearings to review the evidence that 
the committee has heard. 

Over 5 days of hearings in August, the committee examined the 
life of Dr. King and what happened in Memphis on April 4, 1968. 
We listened to a review of Dr. King’s life that showed how the 2Gth 
century civil rights movement argua|?ly paralleled the career of Dr. 
King. As Professor Blakey said, “His life and its steady movement 
toward freedom, justice, equality, and peace pose difficult, terribly 
difficult questions, going into the reasons for his death.” 

The ultimate question seemingly came down to this: 

Was Dr. King’s death unrelated to his life, was it a senseless act; 
or did it, like his life, have meaning? 

Our leadoff witness on August 14 was Dr. Ralph Abernathy, Dr. 
King’s close friend and trusted associate, and his chosen successor 
as president of the Southern Christian Leadership Conference. Dr. 
Abernathy described the three stages of the civil rights movement 
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that virtually paralleled Dr. King’s own personal career — first, the 
drive to end sepegation; second, the fight to integrate American 
society; and third, the campaign for economic justice and world 
peace. He related how Dr. King’s last trip to Memphis, in support 
of the sanitation workers’ strike, was in keeping with his personal 
participation in efforts to achieve social justice for the poor of our 
Nation. 

Dr. Abernathy also vividly recounted for the committee Dr. 
King’s last days and his last moments, and how his friend, quite 
literally, died in his arms. He admonished the committee to get to 
the root of the assassination. “Dr. King had a heart of love,” said 
Dr. Abernathy. “He was a drum major for justice and equgdity, and 
whomsoever slew the dreamer and sought to destroy his dreams 
should be known to the American people.” 

Having listened to the facts and circumstances surrounding Dr. 
King’s life and death, the committee then turned to medical sci- 
ence in an effort to learn what it might say about his death. Dr. 
Michael Baden, the chief medical examiner from New York City, 
was the spokesman for the committee’s panel of forensic patholo- 
gists. He testified that Dr. King died as a result of a single gunshot 
wound that entered the right side of his face approximately an 
inch to the right and a half-inch below the mouth. The bullet 
fractured Dr. King’s jaw, exited the lower part of the face and re- 
entered the body in the neck area. It then severed numerous vital 
arteries and fractured the spine in several places, causing severe 
damage to the spinal column, and coming to rest on the left side of 
the back, below the scapula. 

The medical panel reviewed the emergency room treatment of 
Dr. King and the autopsy procedures by the Memphis medical 
examiner. Its conclusions, as outlined by Dr. Baden, were the fol- 
lowing: 

One, every effort was made to save Dr. King, but he was essen- 
tially dead on arrival at St. Joseph’s Hospital in Memphis. 

Two, the autopsy findings of the medical examiner were accu- 
rate. 

Three, there were no traces of gunpowder in the clothing or in 
Dr. King’s wounds (meaning the shot was fired from at least 30 
inches away). 

Four, there were particles left by a lead bullet on Dr. King’s 
clothing. 

Five, the wounds were caused by the bullet recovered from Dr. 
King’s body. 

The panel also shed what light it could on the point of origin of 
the shot, using data supplied Jby the committee’s engineering con- 
sultant as well as eyewitness testimony of Dr. King’s location and 
posture at the moment he was struck. It suggested that the shot 
was probably fired from the direction of the roominghouse at 422 V 2 
South Main Street, but the panel could not, from the medical 
evidence alone, determine that it was from the bathroom window 
on the second floor or from the shrubbery below the window, as 
various people have argued. 

Next, Mr. Chairman, the committee sought to determine for 
itself what, if any, role James Earl Ray, the convicted assassin, 
played in the death of Dr. King. Ray was brought from Brushy 
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Mountain State Penitentiary in Petros, Tenn., to present to the 
committee his version of his activities from his escape from Missou- 
ri State Penitentiary on April 23, 1967, to his arrest for the murder 
of Dr. King in London on June 8, 1968. 

Ray’s version, given in the form of a prepared statement, took 
approximately 1 hour to read. In essence, he denied any participa- 
tion in the death of Dr. King; offered an alibi for his whereabouts 
at the time of the assassination; and suggested that the assassina- 
tion must have been the work of a man named Raoul. 

The examination of Mr. Ray by the committee was based on the 
evidence from which it might be inferred that Ray, in fact, first, 
stalked Dr. King; participated in the assassination itself; was not in 
the gas station as he said at the time of the assassination; and the 
suggestion that the mysterious individual named Raoul, who, ac- 
cording to Ray, masterminded the assassination plot, probably did 
not exist. 

Now the question of stalking. That Dr. King was probably being 
stalked by Ray, for example, was a theme developed by the evi- 
dence. Martin Luther King, Jr., was in Los Angeles the week of 
March 16, 1968, recruiting for the poor people’s campaign. It was 
announced March 16 he would be returning East to recruit for the 
poor people’s campaign; that announcement appeared in the writ- 
ten press on the 17th, the committee addressed Mr. Ray’s conten- 
tion that he did not plan to go to Atlanta when he left Los Angeles 
on March 17, 1968. Nor did he even know, Mr. Ray claimed, that 
Atlanta was Dr. King’s home and the SCLC headquarters. Mr. Ray 
was somewhat taken aback, however, when Chairman Stokes pro- 
duced a postal change-of-address card submitted by Ray under the 
Galt alias, prior to his departure from California, with General 
Delivery, Atlanta, listed as the point to which mail should be 
forwarded from Los Angeles. Mr. Ray’s contention is that he left 
Los Angeles en route to New Orleans, arriving there on March 21. 
Thereafter, he received instructions from the mysterious Raoul to 
go to Birmingham. He took a rather circuitous route to Birming- 
ham, which brought him to Selma, Ala., March 22, the time Dr. 
King is known to have been in that area for the purpose of recruit- 
ing. His statement is that subsequently he went to Atlanta, arriv- 
ing on March 24, and leaving on March 29. He has insisted that he 
did not return to Atlanta until April 5, again having left Atlanta 
on March 29 for Birmingham. 

His account was that he completed his rifle purchase in Birming- 
ham on March 30, then proceeded on a slow drive to Memphis, 
although he was a bit vague as to where he stopped over on the 
trip. He was adamant, however, in his denial of doubling back to 
Atlanta on the weekend when Dr. King returned home from Wash- 
ington the weekend of March 30-31. “I know I didn’t return to 
Atlanta,” Mr. Ray testified. “If I did, I will just take responsibility 
for the King case here on TV.” 

Mr. Ray was visibly shaken when Chairman Stokes then pro- 
duced a ticket indicating he had dropped off his laundry at the 
Piedmont Cleaners in Atlanta on April 1. Ray indicated that the 
date on the ticket should have been March 25. Ray, therefore, 
challenged the committee exhibit as either a mistake by the clerk 
at the laundry or a forged document. In testimony the following 
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day by Annie Estelle Peters, an employee of Piedmont Cleaners, 
now retired, the authenticity of the document, however, was con- 
firmed; Mrs. Peters produced the original counter book, and it 
corroborated the April 1 date on the ticket. It was not, as Mr. Ray 
had claimed, either a mistake or a forgery. 

Similarly, Mr. Chairman, it was brought out that Mr. Ray had 
been inconsistent in his descriptions of the mysterious Raoul, por- 
traying him variously as a blond-haired Latin, a red-haired French 
Canadian and a sandy-haired Latin. Indeed, Mr. Ray was unable to 
produce one witness to vouch for Raoul’s existence, despite a sup- 
posed 9-month association during which they met, according to Mr. 
Ray, in six motels, two roominghouses and five bars and restau- 
rants in six different cities. One witness who might have seen them 
together, James Garner, the proprietor of an Atlanta rooming- 
house, was described by Mr. Ray as nodding off to sleep at the 
time, but the committee produced a statement by Mr. Garner in 
which he says he recalls seeing Mr. Ray but no one answering the 
description of Raoul. 

With Mr. Ray still at the witness table, it was announced that 
the committee had received evidence of substantial and damaging 
statements Mr. Ray is alleged to have made to a prison guard 
while he was in custody in London. In an effort to be fair, the 
committee presented the statement of the prison guard to Mr. Ray 
for comment, in order that he might have an opportunity to re- 
spond to it before the credibility of the testimony itself was tested 
during the appearance of the witness. 

The committee also directed its attention to Mr. Ray’s claim that 
at the time of the shooting of Dr. King he was in a service station 
several blocks away from the murder scene. In support of the alibi, 
Mark Lane, Mr. Ray’s attorney, had produced two witnesses to Mr. 
Ray’s presence at the station, Thomas I. Wilson, since deceased, 
and Coy Dean Cowden. The committee heard testimony from the 
following witnesses: Mr. Cowden himself admitted the story he 
gave to Mr. Lane was total fabrication, one he concocted at the 
request of a friend who had been retained as a private investigator 
for the Ray defense. Mr. Cowden said that on the day of the King 
assassination, he was not even in Memphis; rather, he was at his 
home in Texas. He said that Mr. Lane went for his story “Hook, 
line and sinker.” 

Staff investigator Ernestine Johnson then testified that she in- 
terviewed a friend of the late Mr. Wilson, one who said he was 
with Mr. Wilson at the time of the shooting and who claimed they 
were not at the service station in question. 

The owner of the service station and his son each testified that 
they were at their service station on the afternoon of April 4, 1968, 
and that they do not recall seeing either Mr. Ray or the white 
Mustang he was driving. 

That brings us, Mr. Chairman, to where we are now. 

Today, the committee will take testimony on various admissions 
Mr. Ray has allegedly made. The committee will also consider 
further the scientific evidence in the King assassination. 

Tomorrow, the committee will examine possible motives in the 
assassination. It will then be appropriate to begin taking up unan- 
swered questions in the conspiracy area. 
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Next week, and for the balance of the public hearings, we will 
directly delve into the themes you mentioned earlier, Mr. Chair- 
man, conspiracy and the performance of the agencies, in particular 
the FBI. 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chair now recognizes Professor Blakey. 

NARRATION BY G. ROBERT BLAKEY, CHIEF COUNSEL AND 
STAFF DIRECTOR 

Mr. Blakey. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

In any investigation, evidence may be gathered from a variety of 
sources: The physical world, documents, and, of course, human 
testimony, including that of the accused himself. Much of the evi- 
dence in this committee’s investigation of the assassination of Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr., as you mentioned earlier, Mr. Chairman, 
is, in fact, based on human testimony. In turn, much of that 
testimony has also come from the convicted assassin himself, 
James Earl Ray. Mr. Ray has hardly stood on the right of every 
accused person to remain silent. Since his arrest, Mr. Ray has been 
the source of voluminous information, which has been presented in 
various books, articles and on national television. 

Mr. Ray has also been an important source of evidence for this 
committee. In interviews over 40 hours in total length, he has 
recounted his story in considerable detail. But while he has been a 
ready informant, Mr. Ray’s statements have often been trouble- 
some because of their contradictions, both with statements from 
other sources and even, in many instances, with themselves. Conse- 
quently, in its effort to reach the truth, the committee will have to 
evaluate carefully the various statements made by Mr. Ray on 
each of the occasions for which a record has been made or for 
which there may be a trustworthy witness. The second category 
includes attorneys for Ray, prison officials and guards, fellow in- 
mates and writers. 

In a number of cases, Mr. Ray’s alleged statements amount to an 
admission against interest, some of which can even be construed as 
confessions. For this reason, the committee will have to be careful 
in evaluating the statements to consider its surrounding facts and 
circumstances, including what is known about Mr. Ray’s state of 
mind at the time of his statement, the credibility of the person 
reporting the statement, as well as any possible ulterior motive he 
or she might have, and, in the case of a writer, any financial 
arrangements made with Mr. Ray. Each statement must, therefore, 
be considered on its own, although the cumulative efect of all 
must be weighed by the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, with this background in mind, it is now appropri- 
ate to review for the record a number of statements attributed to 
Mr. Ray, The most comprehensive confession made by Mr. Ray 
was, of course, the one he gave in open court in Memphis on March 
10, 1969, when he entered a plea of guilty in the King assassina- 
tion, and for which he received a 99-year sentence for murder in 
the first degree. The 56-paragraph stipulation of material facts, 
initialed by Mr. Ray and his attorney, Percy Foreman, delineated 
in detail Mr. Ray’s responsibility for the assassination. The judicial 
proceedings, reviewed in some detail before this committee last 
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August when Ray was here, also shows clearly that Ray was aware 
of his rights as well as the significance of his admission and its 
consequences. 

Granted, Mr. Ray later sought to withdraw his plea, arguing that 
it was not voluntary, and that he was not afforded the assistance of 
effective counsel. But the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth 
Circuit ruled on May 10, 1976, that Mr. Ray had voluntarily and 
knowingly pled guilty and that the evidence sustained the findings. 
In addition, the court found that Mr. Ray had failed to show he 
had been denied effective assistance of counsel. In December 1976, 
the Supreme Court of the United States refused to review the 
decision of the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals. Absent dramatic 
new evidence on these issues, it is difficult to see how this commit- 
tee would be justified in rejecting the ultimate conclusions of these 
proceedings. 

Several other, perhaps less dramatic, statements by Mr. Ray 
after his arrest also tend to substantiate his participation in the 
assassination of Dr. King. His attorney, Mr. Foreman, has told the 
committee that not once in their 4-month association did Mr. Ray 
deny it, although he did advance theories tending to support his 
innocence to test Mr. Foreman’s view of their acceptability by a 
jury. Mr. Foreman also says Mr. Ray told him his brother, Jerry, 
was with him on the day he purchased the first of two rifles in 
Birmingham, suggesting a family-based conspiracy. Finally, Mr. 
Foreman recalls, Mr. I^y even punctured his own alibi by admit- 
ting the mysterious Raoul was a concocted figure. These admissions 
must, of course, be placed in the context of Mr. Ray’s break with 
Mr. Foreman after the guilty plea and sentence. The committee 
will have an opportunity, too, to hear from Mr. Foreman himself, 
since he will be a witness before this committee at a later date. 
Nevertheless, they are, if believed, damaging statements. 

Dr. McCarthy DeMere, the physician who attended Mr. Ray 
while he awaited trial in the Shelby County jail in Memphis, 
testified in 1976 evidentiary hearings on Mr. Ray’s habeas corpus 
petition for a new trial. Dr. DeMere said he examined Mr. Ray 
regularly, and they were on a very friendly basis. He also testified 
that in a final physical in March 1969, just before Mr. Ray’s 
transfer to the State penitentiary in Nashville, that he asked Mr. 
Ray if he really had been involved in the murder of Dr. King. Mr. 
Ray’s reply, according to Dr. DeMere, was in the affirmative, al- 
though he added, “I wasn’t by myself.” 

Here, too, context is important in evaluating these admissions. 
The committee must recall that Dr. DeMere is related to one of the 
prosecutors of Mr. Ray in the Tennessee trial. Dr. DeMere will also 
be a witness in a later hearing. 

Mr. Chairman, several law enforcement officers have also told of 
admissions against interest by Mr. Ray. One of their stories follows: 
Robert Jensen, special agent-in-charge of the Memphis FBI field 
office, interviewed Mr. Ray at the State penitentiary on March 13, 
1969, and reported by teletype to Washington headquarters that 
Mr. Ray indicated that a witness named Charlie Stephens could 
probably identify him since Mr. Stephens had “a good look at him” 
in the roominghouse from which the shot that killed Dr. King was 
apparently fired. Agent Jensen repeated before the committee in 
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executive session the statement by Mr. Ray, a particularly damag- 
ing one, since Mr. Stephens is the witness who, immediately after 
the assassination, provided a tentative identification of the assas- 
sin. Mr. Stephens’ testimony, which has been challenged, would be 
buttressed substantially if, indeed, Mr. Ray conceded that he might 
have been identified by such a witness. Mr. Jensen will also appear 
before the committee on a later date. 

In 1977, Ray submitted to two polygraph tests, one for an article 
in Playboy magazine, another for a television report by Jack An- 
derson. In each, Mr. Ray denied personal participation in the 
murder of Dr. King, and in each, the examiner concluded Mr. Ray 
was lying. The committee commissioned a panel of polygraph ex- 
perts to review the two tests, with some interesting results. 

In the first test, the one for Playboy, Mr. Ray responded in the 
negative to the following questions: 

On April 4, 1968, did you shoot Martin Luther King, Jr.? 

Did you kill Martin Luther King, Jr.? 

Did you fire the shot that killed Martin Luther King, Jr.? 

Do you know for sure who killed Martin Luther King, Jr.? 

The committee panel unanimously agreed with the original ex- 
aminers that Mr. Ray was lying to each of the questions. 

Ray was also tested, during the Playboy examination, on the 
issue of conspiracy. The conclusion of the original Playboy examin- 
er was that he was truthful in denying the existence of a conspir- 
acy. When the Playboy charts were received by the committee’s 
panel, however, the experts found the charts inconclusive on the 
conspiracy issue. 

In the second test, Mr. Ray was again asked several questions 
bearing on his personal participation in the murder, but for a 
number of reasons the committee panel was unable to make con- 
clusive determinations about them. One of those reasons — a major 
one that the panel came to unanimously — was that Mr. Ray had 
created artificial physiological reactions — physiological reactions — 
in order to beat the test. The panel elaborated: 

Mr. Ray (had) apparently studied polygraph technique and was attempting to 
create lie-type reactions to the control questions in order to cause the polygraphist 
to believe he was more concerned with the control questions rather than the 
relevant issues — indicating that he was truthful when he answered the relevant 
questions. 

There is one final allegation of an admission by Mr. Ray war- 
ranting note here — it is new and dramatic — the one, Mr. Chair- 
man, that was read into the record in the committee’s hearing last 
August by Congressman Devine at the specific request of Mr. Ray 
and his counsel. It was made by Alexander Anthony Eist, a former 
chief inspector with the London Metropolitan Police, who was as- 
signed to guard Mr. Ray after his arrest on June 8, 1968. 

In a statement to the committee. Inspector Eist told of his con- 
versations with Mr. Ray while they sat together in a jail cell. In 
them. Inspector Eist testified, Mr. Ray explained how he escaped 
from Missouri State Prison and supported himself by holdups while 
a fugitive. Further, Mr. Ray expressed a hatred for Blacks and an 
interest in going to Africa to fight in a Foreign Legion. 

More incriminating, Mr. Ray is alleged to have told Inspector 
Eist that while fleeing the scene of the assassination he threw 
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away his rifle when he spotted a policeman. Mr. Ray said he knew 
his fingerprints were on the rifle, though he felt that only a con- 
spiracy could be proved against him, since no one had seen him fire 
the shot. 

The committee will recall that Inspector Eist’s credibility was 
assailed by Mr. Lane in the hearing, when he charged that Eist 
had been “dismissed from the Metropolitan Police Force in dis- 
grace under charges of theft and perjurv.” Mr. Lane cited a British 
lawyer as saying Inspector Eist was corrupt police official, a 
disgrace to the English police force.'" 

In light of the significance of Inspector Eist's story, if true, and 
the charges made against him by Mr. Ray’s attorney, it is impor- 
tant that the committee and the American people have an opportu- 
nity to evaluate Inspector Eist’s testimony. 

Inspector Eist was born on March 26, 1929. He joined the Metro- 
politan Police Force on June 14, 1948, and he was honorably re- 
tired after 28 V 2 years with the rank of detective chief inspector. 

In June 1968, Inspector Eist weis a detective sergeant with an 
elite unit, known as the flying squad, stationed at Scotland Yard. 
On June 8, he was summoned to the Cannon Row Police Station 
and instructed to sit in a cell and guard a prisoner later identified 
to him as James Earl Ray. 

Inspector Eist is currently the proprietor of the Greenman Pub- 
lick House in Cambridge, England. 

It would be appropriate at this time, Mr. Chairman, to call 
Inspector Eist. 

Chairman Stokes. The committee calls Mr. Eist. 

TESTIMONY OF ALEXANDER EIST, RETIRED DETECTIVE CHIEF 

INSPECTOR, METROPOLITAN POLICE FORCE, LONDON, ENG- 
LAND 

Chairman Stokes. Mr. Eist, please stand to be sworn. Raise your 
right hand, please, sir. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give before this 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Eist. I do, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. The Chair recognizes staff counsel Alan Haus- 
man. 

Mr. Hausman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

First I would like to thank Mr. Eist for taking the time to come 
to Washington to testify today. We hope that his testimony can 
clarify some of the questions raised when Mr. Eist’s statement 
taken on August 4, 1978 by committee investigators, was read into 
the committee’s record as MLK exhibit F-92 during the commit- 
tee’s August 18 public hearing. 

Mr. Eist, what is your current address? 

Mr. Eist. The Greenman Publick House, Six Miles Bottom, Cam- 
bridge, England. 

Mr. Hausman. What is your date of birth? 

Mr. Eist. March 26, 1929. 

Mr. Hausman. What is your current occupation? 

Mr. Eist. I am a licensee — publican. 

Mr. Hausman. Of the Greenman Pub? 
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Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Will you please explain to the committee what a 
licensee is? 

Mr. Eist. Well, I am licensed by police authorities to supply 
liquor in a public house. 

Mr. Hausman. In order for you to be licensed by the police must 
you pass high character standards and have a clean record? 

Mr. Eist. Very much so, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Prior to becoming a licensee of a pub in England, 
what was your occupation? 

Mr. Eist. I served 28 years with the Metropolitan Police in 
England. 

Mr. Hausman. And what rank did you reach while you served 
with the Metropolitan Police? 

Mr. Eist. Chief inspector. 

Mr. Hausman. What were your duties as chief inspector? 

Mr. Eist. Well, I was with various squads. I was with what is 
known as the flying squad, the robbery squad. I was in charge of 
the regional crime squad. 

Mr. Hausman. What was your last operational assignment 
before retiring, sir? 

Mr. Eist. I was in charge of three police stations. That is, from 
the Criminal Investigation Department (CID) point of view. 

Mr. Hausman. And were you in charge of a large number of men 
at that time? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, I was, yes. 

Mr. Hausman. Approximately how many, do you recall? 

Mr. Eist. At any one time it could have been up to 100. 

Mr. Hausman. When did you join the Metropolitan Police? 

Mr. Eist. Sorry, sir? 

Mr. Hausman. When did you join the Metropolitan Police Force? 

Mr. Eist. June 14, 1948. 

Mr. Hausman. And how long did you serve with them? 

Mr. Eist. Twenty-eight years, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. When did you leave the Police Force? 

Mr. Eist. 1976. 

Mr. Hausman. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would ask that a 
copy of Mr. Eist’s certificate of retirement which has been pre- 
marked MLK exhibit F-137 be entered into the record. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record at this point. 

[The information follows:] 



12 


MLK Exhibit F-137 

METROPOLITAN POLICE 


4060 


>-Thl8 is to certify that U.exander.jLiU;£ai^ 

joined the Metropolitan Police, as Constable, on the.. .....I 4 f& 

^ day of 19..<W.., and on the ..-.. ...day of 

i 19.7/5..., 

1 



i^lONEROp 


ffdrCommlsshMW 
A Police 
\af the Metopotts 

......-..-../aiK,.. 

V 77Mr eertffleate k ksuetl without emun. 
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Mr. Hausman. MLK exhibit F-137 is a certificate signed by the 
Commissioner of Police that states: 

This is to certify that Alexander Antony Eist, B.E.M., joined the Metropolitan 
Police as Constable on the 14th day of June 1948, and on the 26th day of February, 
1976, as Chief Inspector, retired, having been pensioned on being found medically 
unfit for police duties. 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Is that a document you gave to the committee? 

Mr. Eist. That is, sir, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Thank you, sir. 

Exactly under what circumstances did you leave the Metropoli- 
tan Police? 

Mr. Eist. Well, I developed a thyroid complaint and that was the 
reason for my retirement. 

Mr. Hausman. And you were honorably retired on a medical 
with full pension? 

Mr. Eist. I was, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would ask that a 
copy of Mr. Eist’s certificate of identity of award of Metropolitan 
Police pension be entered into the record. It has been premarked as 
MLK exhibit F-138. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it will be entered into the 
record. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-138 


Fonii A. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PENSION 


CERTIFICATE OF IDENTITY 

Tlite fom to th* propwtir of tlM ttMahm fsr Hm Mwtrapelltaii 
PoOm Dbtrfat and tiM pwrionar toMMld tolMawa of h. 


THE CERTIFICATE IS NO SECURITY WHATEVER FOR DEBT. THIS PENSION 
CANNOT BE ASSIGNED OR CHARGED (Sm S«a7(1). Ptilco PanaiomAeb IMS). 



1 Pandora of reUnd Matropolhan Pidka offican ara paid In advanea on lha 6th of tha month. Tha Mdal payntam, 
h o wavaf, will covar tha pariod from tha data of commancamant of tha paniion to tha Bth of the fdllowina month. Tharaafiar, 


- i f < h a pa n iio n h n n wr-teOD a y aa r ^ payment will ba made by bank ch^ue, P a nden a of a n de r E8 W a y ea r way be pai d b y 
b a n k ehag 'u a a» Ci te ehaa u a aa th a- p a n aie n a i ah ee aaa . ■ Panaiona may ba paid ^ cndh transfer to a bank n^natad by 
tha pansionsr. ; v. 

' 2 Giro chaquaa must Im cashed at a tpadfied Post Offica In GraatAiRaRror Eire and cannot ba cashed any other Post 
Offtee. Vinion cashing a Glrapiiadua this Cartificatacnay bo Dfodd^aa proof of idsntity. TTwjtBMtSnw must notify the 
Pension dark ofthaadshasVof tha Post Ofilca at whtchJ)B^i»iihas his Giro cheques to be rnwtopg^aL He must alao giva 
.. tha aarflastpoMlblorfiwmation of any change In MaadSrm or In tha address of tha PoatOfflca at which badasbaa payment 
■ndfcsdng^wliEdwthachangaistlkeiytobspai^^ - - 

3 Panslon instaimants paid by bank cheque or G iro ch e q ue w ill ba sent to tha panslonar pmsonally. Those paid by 
ersdtttianslsr will ba credited to the pansioner's bank accouirt and dataib of the amount credited wlli be sent to tha psnstonar 


> ’ 4 If a psnaioner loses MaCartificata of Identity ha will baraquirsd to submit a Statutory Dadaratlonundar Section 18 of tha 
StatutotyDad8rationsActT83S,andafotmwillbaaupplladtohlmbythePanslonaarkforthapurposaL TMs dadaratlon 
must ba made bafora a Juatica or other parson audsorised by law to administar an oath and must ba forwarded to tha Panslan 
. OadcwMi a wrlitsn appUcadentar the Issuaof a fradi Cardfiestaof tdendty. 


; B A panslonar wlli bo caOad gpon « least ones each year to produce awMenca of Ms llfa in the tom ^ a Ufa CartiUcata. 
The Ufa CartHieste must ba proparfy complatad and returned within seven days and no tothar payment win ba made until It 
y hasbsartracafvad. TMsCsrtificataof ldwitity must ba produced to tha parson signing the Ufa Csnificate. 

9 WharaapeniionsrtakastatyicalnanyPolicaFarcaasaragularpoIieamstrhashouldlntomthaPenBionClatkimffladlatBly. 
His pension may ba suspanded in whote or In part so long as ba ramsins in such sarvicoL 

7 A pansionor who te In taealpt of a pension granted under tha proyWont of the PoUca Constables (Naval and MUttary 
Sarvica) Actu 191 4 and 1 917. ortho Poflea and Fireman (War Sarvica) Acto 1 839 and 1 944, must gtvo immadiats notica to tha 
- Pension Qaik of any variation In tha amount of tha pension or aliowanea payabl e to him by t ha Dapamnant of Haatth and 
Soebl Security or Paymaster GanaraL 


9 A pensioner who receives any in(ury benefit or disaWemant panslon under the provisions of tha National Insurance 
.. ..(Industrial Injuries) Act 1966. on accoum of an injury raedvad during his police sarvica must give immarllata notica to tha 
Panslon Clerk of the amount and of any variation in tha amount payable to him by the Department of Health and Social 
Sacurity. 

9 A Giro chequs^ bank cheque or notifleation of credit transfer will ba forwarded to the pensioner's last known address 
each month without application bdng made by him but payment may ba withheld fa) If tha pensioner has failed to comply 
with these Instrucdona; until he has so complied, or fb;! if he lafusas to make any payment dud to the Racaivar to the 
Metropolitan PolicaDistiict until ha has made such paymanL Payment may also be withheld pending enquiry if it appears 
i’e; ttat the paralonar la Insane or otherwise Incapadtatad to act, or JV; that the pendonar has brought himself wWiki the 

- provtsiora of Regulation 69 of the Police Psnaiora R^ulations, 1973. 

10 On tha death of the psnstoMr. thbCanifIcaia is to ba returned forthwith by his raprasantativaa, or by any other person 
who comas Into possession of it to tha Pension dark. MetrapaOtan PoOca, Hnance Branch. Eaatbury House. 30-34 Albert 
Embankment Undon, SE1 7UD, or Itmay ba handed at tha time tha death Is ragisterad to tha Registrer of Deaths. 
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Ttw •OMitlon of Pwtiionm h called to iha followino Statutny PravWona o( tha Poiica Pandona Act 1 »48 and 
tha PoOoa Pandona Ragulatlaiia 1873. 


POLICE PENSIONS REGULATIONS 1973 

dnadi^wlttitew^ » P*'«ff»^(2)j«Pfll|c^auth€Kfty by whom a pandon » payable may In thak 

aa a lagular poHcaman In any poUcaft^k any period during hleh ilia panaionar la amployad 

(2) TMa Regulation ahaU not apply to a widow'a panaion or pandon under Regulation 25. 

RCOU1ATM3N68. (1) SuDJact to paragraph (2). a poOca authority by whom an award it payable may datarmina 
tot the award be fartdtad. In whole or In part and partnananfly or temporarily aa they may apactfy. In any of tha 

todowlng caaa^ that la to aay* that tha gran lea 

M iaconvletadof anyoRancaand iaaantaneadtolmpriaonmantforatannaxcaadifigtwalvamontha; or 

iia^haa made u* 5^^ rffatmw employing 
bnpropar: or 

(e) auppflaa to any paraon or pubHahaa In a manner which la dlacraditabia or Improper any Information 
wMeh ha had obtdnad in tha eouna of amploymant in a pofica toioa; or 

(0 aoBcIta or without tha eonaant of the pollea authority, accaptadbactly or indiractly any taadmonlal or 
gift hawing any pacuniaty valua on radramant from tha taca or otharwlaa In connection with hia aarvica In 
a poiica tarca; or 

M amara into or eondniiaa In any budnai^ occupation or amploymant ae a private datoctfva, aflar tha 
pdloa authority have given him nodca in writing requiring him on any racaonaUa graunda not to do m: 

Pravldad that a pandon ahaU not bo forfaitad undar tub-paragraph unleaa racMnabla warning hae pravioudy 

boon given in writing by tha pofloa authority. 


(2) In tha caaa of a pandon graiuad to a regular peiicaman. other than an iniury pandon. the poHea authority, in 
datarmlning whether a tarfaitura ahaU ba parmanant or tamper aiy artd affM tha panaion in whole or In p^ 
may make tfffdent datamt lna ti ona In teapact of tha tacured and unaacurad portiona of tha pandon; but tha 
aaetned portion of auch a panaion ahaU not ba forfehad patmanantly and may only ba hxfaitad tamporarily for 

a parted arrpiring batara ha attaina inaured pandonabla age or for which he la Impriaonad or otharwlaa detained In 
legal euatody. 


NOTE: In tha above regulationa any refatanca to tha tacured portion of a pandon It a rafatenca to the portion 

of tha pandon which aquala tha graduated ratiramwt banaflt which would ba payable to tha pandonar, on tha 
aaaumpdon that ha ratlrad from ragular amploymant on attaining Inaured pandonabla age. In return for a payment 
to Bau of contrtbutiona te raapact of tha whola or any pariod of non-partieipatino amployment by virtue of which 
to la antitiad to reckon pandonabla aarvtea for tha purpoaaa of tha panaion. being a parted of non-partidpating 
ampteymant at tha and of which no payment In Rau of comributiona in fact fan to ba made; and anyrafarancato 
the unaaciaed panion of a pandon ahaH ba conatniad accordingly. For the purpoaa of ihia paragraph a period 
of non-participating amploymant atoll ba tracted aa continuing during parioda of holiday, temporary incapacity 
for work and dmilar temporary iniatruptiona. 


REGULATION 81. (1) Wham any aum la due on accoum of a panaion. and any debt la duo to tha poiica 
Mhority or, where tha poKca authority ia the poiica authority tar the maoopotiten poiica diatilec to tha Raedvar 
tor that datrtec from the pandonar, ao much of tha add aum aa doaa not axcaad tha defat may ba appllad by the 

autiiotity or aa tha caaa may ba. tha Racahrar in or towarda tha aatidaetion of tha debt: 
nowMad that whare die pandon la an ordinary lU-haalth or abort aanrlca pandon and tha aum due on accoum 
tharaof lain teapact of a potted beyond Inaured pandonabla age, only ao much of tha aum aa la due on account 
of the unaacurad portion of tha pandon may ba applied aa manttenad in thla paragraph. 

( 2 ) M it appaaia to tha poiica authority that a panaionar la by raaaon of mantel diaordar or otharwiaa incapable of 
managtng Ma affoira, tha authority may in thair diaeratlon pay tha pandon or any part tharaof to any parwn 
having tha care of tha panaionar, and. hi ao far aa they do not diapoaa of the pandon in that mennar, may apply 
It In auch manner aa they thinfc tit tor the benefit of tha pandonar or hla dapandama. 

(4) Wtoie any sum la payahia » a minor on account of a pandon, the authority may, if they think fit in lieu of 
paying die taid aum to the minor, pay it to auch other parson aa thay may determine. 

A paraon who lacahroa any aum paid under thla paragraph shall, aubject to and in accordance wHh any diiecdona 
of the polloa authority, ap^tto add aum for tha baitafit of tha minor. 

W A po^ smhority ahtf obtain a good diaehaiga by appiylng or paying any aum In ito itiatmar prevldad by 

. -I »' j'j ' I t S *1 • . ‘ ^ J ‘H' 


POUCE PENSIONS ACT 1948 

SECTION?. (1) Evatyaadgnmam of or charge on a pandon granted under the regulationa made undaraaction 
oite of ttto Act and avanr agraamant to aadgn or charge auch a pandon, atoll except so far aa It ia made tor 
the banaflt of the family of tha pandonar, ba void, and on tha bankruptcy cf tha pandonar such a pandon than 
not pe« to any arusiea or othar paraon acting on behalf of tha cradhota. 

(2) If any paraon obuinsor atumptt'to obtain tor himaalf or any other parson any panaion undar arty such 
rtgulat^saaforsaald by maiming or tearing hlmaalt. or causing himaalf to bamaimad or inlurad, or otharwiaa 
pradu^ disaaaa or Infirmliy. to ahdl ba liabto on conviction or Indictinant to teiprisoiunent for a term not 

tetoaadmg too ysaia; or on aummary oonviction to Impriaonmem for a term not axcaadlng three montha or to a fine 
Itot i x ca adlng twemyrfive pounds. 
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Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Chairman, may I simply ask that the other 
mike be moved a little closer to the witness? 

Chairman Stokes. Certainly. 

Mr. Hausman. Let me just note that exhibit F-138 is a Metro- 
politan Police Pension Certificate of Identity showing that Mr. 
Alexander Antony Eist, B.E.M., has been awarded a Metropolitan 
Police pension. 

Mr. Eist, while serving for over 28 years with the Metropolitan 
Police, did you ever receive any particular honors, awards, com- 
mendations, medals, anything of that nature? 

Mr. Eist. I did, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Can you please tell us what some of them were? 

Mr. Eist. Yes; I received 28 commendations for outstanding 
work. I was awarded the Queen^s Long Service and Good Conduct 
Medal. I was also awarded the British Empire Medal for Gallantry. 

Mr. Hausman. Thank you. In June 1968, what was your rank 
and assignment? 

Mr. Eist. In 1968 I was a sergeant on the flying squad. 

Mr. Hausman. And the flying squad was stationed at Scotland 
Yard? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. What were your duties at that time as sergeant 
on the flying squad? 

Mr. Eist. General duties in connection with the arrest of serious 
criminals. 

Mr. Hausman. And can you please tell us what the flying squad 
actually was? 

Mr. Eist. Well, the flying squad is a unit of men, about 100 
officers. It is formed so that you can detect serious crime without 
the hindrance of boundaries. You can go all over England. 

Mr. Hausman. In other words, the flying squad was not restrict- 
ed to the immediate London area? 

Mr. Eist. No. 

Mr. Hausman. Was the flying squad considered an elite unit at 
that time? 

Mr. Eist. It still is, yes, sir, very much so. 

Mr. Hausman. Who was your commanding officer in 1968 while 
you were on the flying squad? 

Mr. Eist. Mr. Thomas Butler. 

Mr. Hausman. Do you recall his rank at that time? 

Mr. Eist. Detective Chief Superintendent. 

Mr. Hausman. Is he still alive? 

Mr. Eist. No. Unfortunately he is dead, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. On June 8, 1968, did you receive an early morn- 
ing phone call from your supervisor. Detective Chief Superintend- 
ent Butler? 

Mr. Eist. I did, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Will you please tell us the circumstances of this 
call? 

Mr. Eist. I received the call in the early hours of the morning 
and was ordered to Cannon Row Police Station, which is a station 
very close to Scotland Yard. I was told to go there and I would 
receive instructions. 
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When I arrived at the station, I was told that I was going to be 
placed in a cell with a man. I was to take extreme care with him, 
to make sure that no unauthorized person had contact with him, 
and that he could not in anyway do himself any injuries. 

Mr. Hausman. At that time did you know the identity of the 
man who was in the cell to which you were sent? 

Mr. Eist. No; I did not, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. What did you know about him at that time? 

Mr. Eist. It’s my recollection that I was told that he was wanted 
in connection with a bank robbery and that he had been stopped at 
the airport with a gun. That’s about all I knew at that time. 

Mr. Hausman. He was stopped at Heathrow Airport? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Did you later learn the prisoner’s true identity? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, I did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Whom did you learn he was? 

Mr. Eist. I learned that he was a man called James Earl Ray. 

Mr. Hausman. And did you learn why he had been arrested and 
was being held at Cannon Row Station? 

Mr. Eist. I did, sir, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Excuse me? 

Mr. Eist. I did, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. And do you recall for what he was being held? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Would you please tell us? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. I heard that he was being held in connection with 
the death of Dr. Luther King. 

Mr. Hausman. And he was then awaiting extradition? 

Mr. Eist. Exactly. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. During that first morning when you arrived at 
Cannon Row Station, after the phone call from Superintendent 
Butler, how long did you stay with the prisoner? 

Mr. Eist. I stayed with him from about 6 a.m., in the morning 
until about 3 in the afternoon. 

Mr. Hausman. At which time you were relieved by another 
officer? 

Mr. Eist. I was, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Were you in the cell with him during the entire 
period of time? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Had you been told anything in particular by Mr. 
Butler as to what your responsibilities were concerning the prison- 
er’s safety? 

Mr. Eist. Not at that time, sir, but during that day I was. I was 
told that for security reasons I would be the officer detailed to 
accompany him at all times when he was in transit between the 
court hearings and the prison. 

Mr. Hausman. In other words, it became a one-man-one-job as- 
signment? 

Mr. Eist. Very much so, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. And he was going to be your particular responsi- 
bility? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Hausman. Sometime thereafter was the prisoner, Mr. Ray, 
remanded to Wandsworth Prison? 

Mr. Eist. He was; yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Do you recall when that took place? 

Mr. Eist. Sorry. 

Mr. Hausman. Do you recall when he was transferred to Wands- 
worth Prison? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. It is my recollection that this event was a week- 
end. 

Mr. Hausman. You say this event. When you received your 
initial phone call? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. And it is also my recollection it was on the 
Tuesday that he went to Bow Street Court, at which time he was 
remanded in custody to Wandsworth Prison. 

Mr. Hausman. What type of institution is the Wandsworth 
Prison? 

Mr. Eist. Wandsworth Prison is a very strict security prison, 
dealing with what we term category A prisoners. It is not normally 
a remand prison. Special authority had to be sought for this man 
to be incarcerated in that particular establishment. 

Mr. Hausman. So extreme precautions were being taken with 
Mr. Ray at this time? 

Mr. Eist. Very extreme precautions, yes. 

Mr. Hausman. After Mr. Ray was remanded to Wandsworth 
Prison, did you have an occasion to see him again? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. The system in the United Kingdom is that a 
person cannot be remanded in custody for a longer period than 7 
days, which means that in order to continue remanded in custody, 
he would have to travel from the prison to the court once a week to 
continue the remand. 

Mr. Hausman. Did you, in fact, accompany him on several of 
these transfers? 

Mr. Eist. On all of them, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Do you recall offhand how many transfers there 
may have been? 

Mr. Eist. Six or seven, I should say. 

Mr. Hausman. Those would have been about every 7 or 8 days? 

Mr. Eist. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. During the course of those transfers, would you 
be handcuffed to Mr. Ray? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. When you arrived at the courthouse with him, 
would you still be handcuffed to him? 

Mr. Eist. I would be handcuffed to him until we were both 
placed in a detention cell at the court. That was the only time the 
handcuffs were taken off. 

Mr. Hausman. Would you then sit with him in the detention 
cell? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. How long would you be sitting with him in the 
cell prior to the hearing? 

Mr. Eist. It varied considerably. Sometimes it was a matter of an 
hour, sometimes 2 hours. Then I would accompany him to the dock, 
and I was handcuffed to him £is he sat in the dock. 
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Mr. Hausman. So you sat next to him while he was in the dock 
at the court hearing, also? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. In the course of all this time you were spending 
with Mr. Ray, did you establish some form of rapport with him? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Would you tell us how that began? 

Mr. Eist. Well, initially he didn't want to say anything to any- 
body. But I suppose my constant contact with him, he began to 
look on me as somebody he could talk to. 

Mr. Hausman. Do you recall any particular incidents the first 
morning that broke the ice? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, the very first day he did nothing except stare at 
me, and quite an uncomfortable situation, until he was offered his 
breakfast, and, at that time, he wasn’t allowed any utensils for 
reasons to do with he might have committed an injury to himself. I 
tried very hard to get utensils for him because I couldn’t see how 
he could eat a breakfast of the nature he was having without them. 
He seemed to find this very good; he was pleased that I tried to do 
this for him. 

Mr. Hausman. At that time, did he make any comment to you? 

Mr. Eist. He said something to me about it was a good try, 
anyway. Something like that. 

Mr. Hausman. That was because the attempt was not successful 
and he was not allowed to have the utensils? 

Mr. Eist. Not at all; that is right. 

Mr. Hausman. Did you subsequently bepn to have some general 
conversation with him after he made this initial comment? 

Mr. Eist. Yes; the first day or the first two or three meetings, 
general conversations; he asked me to get him some magazines, 
and I recall he particularly asked for some magazines on yachting. 

Mr. Hausman. Were you able to obtain these magazines for him? 

Mr. Eist. I sought authority from Mr. Butler, and this was grant- 
ed, and I did, in actual fact, get him some magazines. 

Mr. Hausman. Did you have any further conversations with him 
about being a criminal in America, as opposed to British criminals? 

Mr. Eist. Yes; you know the sort of thing in general conversa- 
tions, we discussed the difference between American criminals and 
English criminals, various things like that. 

Mr. Hausman. In the course of these conversations did he ever 
speak to you about his escape from Missouri State Prison? 

Mr. Eist. He did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. \^at did he tell you with regard to that? 

Mr. Eist. He told me that he had on several times tried to get 
out of prison and that by a great stroke of luck, he had been at a 
place within the prison at a certain time when a vehicle, a lorry of 
some sort that was on its way out, and he had taken advantage of 
this and had managed to escape. 

Mr. Hausman. Did he say that he had any assistance in that 
escape? 

Mr. Eist. No. 

Mr. Hausman. He did it all by himself? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Hausman. Did he say anything in the course of these conver> 
sations about the way he managed to support himself while he was 
living as a fugitive? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. He was telling me he committed small robberies 
in order to exist, you know. I particularly remember that he was 
laughing on one occasion, saying he hadn’t been particularly suc- 
cessful in some of these ventures. On one occasion, he had fallen 
from the car as he was getting away; he had fallen out of the side 
of the car. 

Mr. Hausman. Did he say that he was with anybody while he 
was committing these robberies? Did you get the impression he was 
with anybody? 

Mr. Eist, In actual fact, the only person that he ever mentioned 
to me at any time was a brother. He didn’t mention any name of a 
brother; he referred to a brother, 

Mr. Hausman. And did he say that he had been in contact with 
his brother during the course of his fugitive period? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. During the many hours you spent handcuffed to 
him and in cells with him, did Mr. Ray ever discuss Blacks or 
racial matters with you? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hausman. Did he make any particular comments about 
Blacks — that you recall? 

Mr. Eist. I don’t recall any particular comments. It was very 
obvious to me that he was completely anti-Black. 

Mr. Hausman. You say he didn’t make any particular comments. 
What led you to that conclusion? 

Mr. Eist. The derogatory terms that he used. 

Mr. Hausman, Such as? 

Mr. Eist. The word “nigger” was often used by him. 

Mr. Hausman. Did he say anything about what his future plans 
were in relation to Blacks? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. He told me that he tried to get into Africa at some 
stage — he said to kill some more of them. This was at a much later 
stage, of course, when we began discussing the — when he began 
discussing the death of Dr. King. 

Mr. Hausman. In talking about going to Africa, did he mention 
any plans about trying to join a mercenary force or anything of 
that nature? 

Mr. Eist. Yes; he didn’t go into a great deal of conversation 
about that because apparently he had been unsuccessful in what- 
ever he tried to do. He did, in fact, mention the Foreign Legion. He 
seemed to have some sort of wild fantasy that he was going to do 
something of this nature. 

Mr. Hausman. Did it seem to you that he took any pride in his 
hatred of Blacks or think he might be a hero of sorts for what he 
had done? 

Mr. Eist. Yes; very much so, sir. He was continually asking me 
how he would hit the headlines in the newspapers, and he kept 
wanting news of publicity. 

Mr. Hausman. In his conversations, did he say to you that he 
thought that shooting a Black man of note might make him a hero 
in certain parts of the United States? 
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Mr. Eist. Yes, there was a conversation where that type of thing 
was coming out. 

Mr. Hausman. And he was particularly concerned about public- 
ity, you say? 

Mr. Eist. Yes; very much so, yes. In fact, he said to me when I 
told him it hadn’t really made too much of an impact in the British 
press, that is as far as he was concerned, he was telling me, you 
haven’t seen anything yet. I will be in the headlines one of these 
days. He was quite proud of the fact that he was going to make the 
headlines. 

Mr. Hausman. At some time, did he begin speaking about the 
killing of Dr. King? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. In actual fact, if I can explain that, it was a very 
difficult situation talking to this man, because if ever I asked him 
a question, he would suddenly stop. He would refuse to say any 
more, and then sit there and stare at me. 

However, there were occasions when you had a job to stop him 
talking. On one of these occasions, he was telling me that he was 
going to earn a lot of money out of the situation. I recall 

Mr, Hausman. Which situation do you mean? 

Mr. Eist. About the murder, because at this time we had got to 
the murder; this was coming into the conversation, and he told me 
that it was his plan to get a lawyer or a lawyer’s representative to 
go on television, and he reckoned he would make an awful lot of 
money through this medium. 

I seem to recall saying, how are you going to spend this money, 
something approaching that, and it was at that time he said to me, 
well, they’ll only be able to charge me with a conspiracy, and he 
said something about I will only get 1 to 10, or 1 to 12 years for 
that. 

It was at that time that he said there was no way that they 
would actually be able to pin the murder on him except that he 
had thrown the gun away; that was the mistake that he had made. 
I recall he said to me he had seen a policeman or police vehicle and 
panicked and thrown the gun away, and his fingerprints would 
obviously be found on this weapon. 

Mr. Hausman. So he was aware that his fingerprints were on the 
weapon? 

Mr. Eist. This is what he told me, yes. 

Mr. Hausman. Where was he when he had panicked and thrown 
the weapon away? Was that near the scene of the crime? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. This was as he was running away. He didn’t 
actually name a location. But in his rambling, he was telling me 
that was the only mistake he had made. 

Mr. Hausman. Was the reason he threw the weapon away that 
he had seen either a policeman or police vehicle? 

Mr. Eist. That is right; yes. 

Mr. Hausman. Even though there was a weapon with his finger- 
prints on it, that he had thrown away, he was not particularly 
concerned because he thought he could only be tried for conspir- 
acy? • 

Mr. Eist. No; he seemed quite elated in actual fact. He had never 
ever showed any regret or seemed worried at all about the situa- 
tion. 
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Mr. Hausman. And did he think he could benefit financially 
from this? 

Mr. Eist. Very much so, sir. That was well in his thoughts. 

Mr. Hausman. Mr. Chairman, I believe at this time Mr. Devine 
has some more questions of the witness. 

Chairman Stokes. At this time, the Chair will recognize Mr. 
Devine, the gentleman from Ohio, for such time as he may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Devine. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Inspector Eist, you testified a few moments ago that you were 
honorably discharged from Scotland Yard for medical reasons? 

Mr. Eist. I did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. And I believe the medical reasons had to do with a 
thyroid involvement that has caused some eye protrusion; is that 
accurate? 

Mr. Eist. Absolutely; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. But you were honorably discharged? 

Mr. Eist. Very much so; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Further, a moment ago, in answering counsel’s ques- 
tion, you said that Mr. Ray talked to you about going to Africa, 
and I think the quote was “to kill some more Blacfc.” Is that 
accurate? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Kill some more Blacks? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. In another area. Inspector, when did you first 
become aware that an American congressional committee had an 
interest in James Earl Ray? 

Mr. Eist. In the news media in Great Britain, it had been pub- 
lished that James Earl Ray, or his associate, was alleging that the 
FBI were crooked and that they framed him. This was the first I 
knew of it. 

Mr. Devine. That was after this committee was created? 

Mr. Eist. I assumed so, sir. 

Mr. Devine. In January of 1977? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. That was about the time you became aware of our 
interest; is that correct? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. And I would ask you whether you know Major and 
Mrs. David and Connie Meaunier. 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. How do you spell that? 

Mr. Eist. M-e-a-u-n-i-e-r [spelling]. 

Mr. Devine. Who are they? 

Mr. Eist. The Major is an Air Force Major, sir. He was stationed 
in Great Britain. 

Mr. Devine. Where did you run into them? 

Mr. Eist. They came into my public house, I first met them when 
I took this place over about 2 years ago. 

Mr. Devine. When they told you of the new American investiga- 
tion, what was your reaction? 

Mr. Eist. Well, sir, that was the first I knew of it, when I saw it 
in the news media about the framing by the FBI, and, of course, 
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naturally I had some interest because of the name Earl Ray, and I 
had dealings with him, and I was telling these two friends of mine, 
and they continually coerced me into telling the FBI what I knew, 
because they were impressing on me how important it was to their 
country. 

Mr. Devine. They suggested that you notify the FBI and the 
American authorities? 

Mr. Eist. They did. 

Mr. Devine. What was your response to that? 

Mr. Eist. I gave it some thought, sir. 

Mr. Devine. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Eist. I gave it some thought. 

Mr. Devine. Yes. 

Mr. Eist. And I decided, not immediately at that time, but after 
a while I decided that was the proper thing to do, to assist the 
authorities if I could, against the allegations of framing. 

Mr. Devine. Did you suggest to them that the American authori- 
ties already knew of your relationship with Ray? 

Mr. Eist. Yes; I think I did, sir. I was under the impression that 
they already knew the situation as I am explaining it this morning. 

Mr. Devine. What made you think that the American authorities 
were aware? 

Mr. Eist. Because when this was all taking place in 1968, there 
were, I think, three, at least two, but I think three members of the 
FBI who were liaison with Mr. Butler in the security of Earl Ray, 
and, at that time, I was telling them of the conversations that I 
was having in the cell. 

Mr. Devine. Had you informed your superiors of the comments 
made to you? 

Mr. Eist. I did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. You had done so at that time? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. I was continually informing them of the con- 
versations I was having. 

Mr. Devine. To whom did you make the reports? 

Mr. Eist. To Mr. Butler, sir. 

Mr. Devine. That is your chief inspector? 

Mr. Eist. That was the chief superintendent; yes. 

Mr. Devine. Anyone else? 

Mr. Eist. And to the FBI. 

Mr. Devine. Do you know who specifically in the FBI? 

Mr. Eist. There was a man called Alder McCrae. 

Mr. Devine. McCrae? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. M-c-C-r-a-y [spelling]? 

Mr. Eist. I believe it was a-e [spelling], sir. 

Mr. Devine. Were these reports written or orally given? 

Mr. Eist. Both, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Do you know whether your superiors had passed 
this information over to the American authorities? 

Mr. Eist. It is my belief that Mr. Butler did in actual fact, sir, 
because we had a conversation on one occasion where both the FBI 
and Mr. Butler told me that any conversations I was having with 
Earl Ray was not valid as far as evidential value was concerned in 
the United States. 
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Mr, Devine. Why did you wait until June of this year to contact 
the American authorities? 

Mr. Eist. You mean after I first knew about the FBI, the allega- 
tions they’d been framed 

Mr. Devine. What happened as a result of your contact? 

Mr. Eist. With the FBI, sir? Two gentlemen came to see me. 

Mr. Devine, Two FBI men? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Devine. Could you identify them? 

Mr. Eist. I am afraid I can’t, sir. 

Mr. Devine. To refresh your recollection, would it be Agent 
Dennis Dixon and Robert Keens? 

Mr. Eist. That is right; yes, sir, 

Mr. Devine. Those were the FBI agents involved? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. The interview was conducted in June 1978? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. What was the substance. Inspector Eist, of your 
conversation with these gentlemen at that meeting? 

Mr. Eist. Exactly the same as I am giving you this morning, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Would you recite it again roughly what you told 
them? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. I told them, first of all, I said that my interest in 
the situation was that as far as the FBI framing Earl Ray was 
concerned, this was totally untrue because of the very great secu- 
rity arrangements they made to get Mr. Ray back to this country 
safely. And I told them of the conversations I had had in the cell 
with him, and, as I say, what I mentioned to the committee this 
morning. 

Mr. Devine. You told them about him describing his escape from 
the Missouri State Penitentiary? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. And on many occasions he admitted that he had 
shot Dr. King? 

Mr. Eist. No. You see, he never really — Ray never really told me 
that he pulled the trigger or anything like that, but I told them he 
had, in fact, stated to me that he had thrown the gun away. 

Mr. Devine. Inspector, have you ever read any books or articles 
about James Earl Ray or Dr. King’s assassination? 

Mr. Eist. Never, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Subsequent to that interview, were you contacted by 
members of the staff of this committee? 

Mr. Eist. I was, indeed; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. And as a result of that contact on August 4, 1978, 
did you meet with staff members of the committee and allow them 
to tape an interview with you? 

Mr. Eist. I did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Were the statements made by you in the course of 
that interview truthful and accurate? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. 'Tell me about your appearance here this morning; is 
this in response to a subpena, or are you here voluntarily? 

Mr. Eist. I am here voluntarily, sir. 
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Mr. Devine. After giving your statement to the committee inves- 
tigators, Mr. Evans specifically, did you learn that it had been read 
in its entirety into the committee’s record in August of this year? 

Mr. Eist. I did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Did you know that there was a strong possibility 
this statement would be made public in the United States? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, I did, sir; yes. 

Mr. Devine. Did you have any concern that your statement 
would be made public and might be challenged? 

Mr. Eist. I didn’t have any concern over it, sir. 

Mr. Devine. You weren’t concerned about that? 

Mr. Eist. No, sir. 

Mr. Devine. All right. Did you later learn that James Earl Ray’s 
attorney made serious charges concerning your honesty and integ- 
rity after your statement was read into the record? 

Mr. Eist. Very much so, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Did you know that that attorney publicly charged 
that you were dismissed from the Metropolitan Police Force in 
London in disgrace under charges of theft and perjury? 

Mr. Eist. I did learn that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Were you so dismissed? 

Mr. Eist. No, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Were you dismissed from the Metropolitan Police 
Force for any reason whatsoever? 

Mr. Eist. No, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Did you, in fact, retire from the Metropolitan Police 
Force under honorable conditions for medical reasons? 

Mr. Eist. I did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Were you, as Mr. Lane claimed, investigated by 
A- 10 of the internal police branch of the corruption department of 
Scotland Yard? 

Mr. Eist. A-10, sir, is the department that deals with complaints 
of all types and kinds. I was an active police officer, and, as such, 
you do get complaints, and, of course, these complaints would have 
been investigated by the A-10 department. 

Mr. Devine. Was this investigation prior to or after your retire- 
ment? 

Mr. Eist. Prior to. 

Mr. Devine. Prior to. Were you aware that Lane charged you 
were placed on trial for accepting bribes and involvement in jewel 
robberies throughout London? 

Mr. Eist. I am aware of that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Were you, in fact, placed on trial for those charges? 

Mr. Eist. I was placed on trial for being concerned in a case 
concerning a false alibi, nothing to do with jewel robberies. 

Mr. Devine. You were, however, named as a defendant in a 
criminal indictment, were you not? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, I was; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. That was in July 1976? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. What were the charges made against you at that 
time? 

Mr. Eist. Well, the position was, sir, that about 10 years ago, two 
men were arrested for receiving large quantities of foreign stamps. 
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At that time, I had nothing to do with the arrest of these two 
people. However, I did, as a spare officer on that day, assist in the 
charging, there were younger men involved and I was second in 
command on a squad. As such, I assisted in the actual charging of 
the prisoners although I had no hand in the arrest. 

As a result of this, at that time, the junior officers placed my 
name on the report as the officer in charge of that particular case, 
and that was erroneous. I was not. 

Mr. Devine. You say the duty officer erroneously placed your 
name on the report? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, as the officer in charge of the case. 

Mr. Devine. As the officer in charge, and that was not true. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. Eist. That is it, sir. And then the following day — we have a 
system of a short report that has to go into what we term solicitors' 
department to reserve a place in the queue for counsel at an 
ultimate hearing. This actual form has typed on the bottom, officer 
in charge. 

As a second in command on that squad, it was my duty to see 
that this form arrived at its destination within 48 hours. So I 
signed that form. 

Ten years later, when an allegation was made by informants, not 
against me, but against other police officers, and in particular a 
lawyer, the investigating officers found that I was the officer in 
charge of the case. As such, I must have been aware that a false 
alibi was being concocted. As a result of this, I wasn't questioned 
about it, but placed on a charge with other people. 

It became very apparent at the trial that I had nothing to do 
with this job, that I was not the officer in charge, and the judge 
stopped the case and awarded me costs. 

Mr. Devine. That was the resolution of the indictment, the judge 
dropped the charge as far as you were concerned and awarded you 
costs? 

Just what does that mean, inspector? 

Mr. Eist. All the costs that I had involved in the case were paid 
to me from public funds. 

Mr. Devine. I would ask the clerk to make available MLK exhib- 
it F-136, described as a letter of acquittal. 

Inspector, have you on a previous occasion seen this particular 
document identified as MLK exhibit F-136? 

Mr. Eist. No; I haven’t seen this, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Would you read it for the record, please? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. It's from The Crown Court, Middlesex Guild- 
hall, Westminster, Re: Alexander Antony Eist. 

In reply to your inquiry regarding the above named. I would advise you that 
Alexander Antony Eist was tried before His Honour Judge Martin, Q.C. at this 
Court, and on the 12th of June 1978, was found not guilty upon the direction of the 
Judge of the offences put to him namely: (1) Conspiracy to commit corruption; (2) 
conspiracy to pervert the course of justice; (3) conspiracy to pervert the course of 
justice. 

That, sir, was in connection with this false alibi. 

And it was ordered by His Honour Judge Martin, Q.C. that Alexander Antony 
Eist TO discharged and further ordered that hiis costs both before this court and the 
examining justices be paid as taxed out of Central Funds. 
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Signed by Mr. R. J. Welch, for the chief clerk. 

Mr. Devine. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that MLK exhibit F-136 
be made a part of the record. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record at this point. 

[The information follows:] 



THE CROWN COURT 

Middlesex Guildhall Westminster SW1P 3BB 


Telephone 01 -930 4400 ext : 2?9 


Irwin Shaw &q*i 
Solicitor, 

2, Garden Court, 
Tem^e, 

London E.C.4.- 


Phasa rapty to Tha Courts Administrator 
Your reference 

Our reference A.T/7P/05SO/HAB 
Date ?rd November 1978 


Dear Sir, 


Be: ALEUaXUlSt AWmONY ELSI 

In reply to your enquiry regarding the above named. I would advise you 
that Alexander Anthony Gist was tried before His Honour Judge Martin, Q.C. at this 
Court, and on the 12th June 1978 was found not guilty upon the direction of the 
Judge of the offences put to him nsmely:- 

(1) ) Conspiracy to commit corruption 

(2) Conspiracy to pervert the course of justice 

(3) Conspiracy to pervert the course of justice 

and it was ordered by His Honour Judge Martin, Q.C. that Alexander Anthony Gist be 
dlseharged and further ordered that bis costs both before this court and the 
justices be paid as taxed out of Central fhnds. 


Yours faithfully. 



MLK Exhibit F-136 ' 

Mr. Devine. Inspector, under what circumstances does a defend- 
ant receive costs from the State? 

Mr. Eist. Well, these are typical— this, rather, is a typical exam- 
ple where it was found that I had absolutely nothing to do with 
this case at all, and as such, an injustice had occurred, and there- 
fore I should be put to no expense at all. 

Mr. Devine. So when there is a full acquittal of a charge, they 
pay costs to the person that had been accused, is that correct? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir, under these circumstances. If there was any 
sort of even the slightest doubt, you wouldn’t get the costs. 
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Mr. Devine. Have any other criminal charges of any kind ever 
been levied against you? 

Mr. Eist. Never, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Are you currently on honorable pension from the 
London Metropolitan Police? 

Mr. Eist. I am; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Isn’t it a fact, Inspector, that you would not have 
been granted a license to operate a pub if you did have any blemish 
on your records? 

Mr. Eist. That is so; yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
committee will now operate under the 5-minute rule. 

Mr. Eist, let me clarify something with reference to your acquit- 
tal by the court. If I understand you correctly, at the completion of 
the presentation of the evidence and prior to the jury deliberating 
in this case, that the court acquitted you and a jury never deliber- 
ated upon your case; is that correct? 

Mr. Eist. That is absolutely correct. 

Chairman Stokes. Fine. I have no further questions. 

The gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Preyer. 

Mr. Preyer. Thank you, Mr. Eist, for your testimony. 

One of the matters we have been concerned with and will be 
concerned with will be the question of the motive that Mr. Ray 
might have had if he assassinated Dr. King. One area of that would 
be whether any other people were involved in it. I gather he never 
said an)d;hing to you about involvement with any other person 
other than his brother? 

Mr. Eist. That is so, yes, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. On the question of racism as a motive, you testified, 
as I understand it, that he hated Blacks 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. But you infer that from general statements he 
made? He made no specific statement to you to the effect that all 
Blacks should be killed or I killed King because I hated Blacks, 
nothing like that? 

Mr. Eist. It is a very difficult question to answer, sir, but that 
was the distinct impression that I drew from the many and varied 
conversations I had with him. 

Mr. Preyer. You mentioned that he did not ever tell you directly 
that he shot Dr. King 

Mr. Eist. That is right, sir; yes. 

Mr. Preyer. But that you could infer he shot Dr. King from 
statements he made, such as I threw the rifle away. 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. Are you inferring that he shot Dr. King because he 
was a racist, from remarks he made? 

Mr. Eist. It would be my impression; yes, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. There was nothing specific connected with racial 
statements and the shooting, itself? 

Mr. Eist. Nothing specific; no, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. He did make some statements dealing with other 
possible motives, I gather, that he talked in terms that he would 
make a lot of money out of it? 


36-411 0 - 79-3 
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Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. That was in terms of making money from publicity, 
not anyone giving him money to do it; is that right? 

Mr. Eist. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. Just one other rather frivolous question, I guess: 
You say the magazines he wanted were yachting magazines? 

Mr. Eist. That was on the first day; yes, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. What sort of yachting magazines did he 

Mr. Eist. It bewildered me in actual fact, sir. He just wanted 
magazines on yachts. He was a strange character altogether, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. What sort of yachting magazines did you get him? 

Mr. Eist. I think I got him magazines with pictures of yachts on 
it, sir. I don't know too much about yachting magazines, myself. 

Mr. Preyer. Thank you. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney. 

Mr. McKinney. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr, Eist, you mention that Mr. Ray seemed to feel he was going 
to make a great deal of money? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. How many times did he mention making money 
to you? 

Mr. Eist. I would think at least two or three conversations this 
came into it, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. Did he actually in these statements come out 
and say that the only thing that he would possibly ever be convict- 
ed of was conspiracy? How did he put that? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir, I distinctly remember that. You see he used to 
ramble on; when he did start talking, he rambled on quite a lot, 
you know. And he suddenly came out with this out of the blue one 
day when he said they will only be able to nail me for a conspiracy, 
and that is how this situation with the gun arrived. Because he 
said I will only get 1 to 10 or 1 to 12, This is the way he was 
talking. He suddenly appeared to me to become some sort of legal 
expert. This was halfway through his extradition period. 

Mr. McKinney. I am sure in England you have your jailhouse 
lawyers too, don’t you? 

Mr. EIist. We call them barracks room lawyers. 

Mr. McKinney. Did he at any time when he was talking about 
the conspiracy ever mention any other individuals? 

Mr. Eist. No, he didn’t, sir, and this is what I would like to 
impress on you, sir; that he did ramble so much that I am con- 
vinced that had there been anybody else involved, it would have 
come through the conversations. 

Mr. McKinney. Did he ever in his conversations about conspir- 
acy or his conversations about going and joining the French For- 
eign Legion or his conversations about the Black race, mention any 
groups or Black hate groups, or American political groups? 

Mr. Eist. No, sir, 

Mr. McKinney. Did he ever mention any association or interest 
in the Presidential candidacy of George Wallace? 

Mr. Eist. No, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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The gentleman from the District of Columbia, Mr. Fauntroy. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr, Eist, is it your testimony that while you shared your conver- 
sations with Mr. Ray with both your superiors and with repre- 
sentatives of the FBI at the time, that you know of no record made 
of your statements? 

Mr. Eist. Sir, it is my recollection that I made a record in what 
we call a pocketbook, which is an official book which can be pro- 
duced at any time. These books, however, are only kept for a period 
of about 5 years and then are destroyed. 

I feel that had the evidence been of any value in an American 
court at the time, I would have been called upon to have made a 
statement which would have been attached to the file. But we have 
a situation where the extradition hearing was not contested. We 
also have a situation where Ray eventually pleaded guilty and 
therefore apart from the sadness of the situation, we would have 
had no further interest in the matter. It was a matter then before 
the American jurisdiction. 

Mr. Fauntroy. So that the procedure which you followed did not 
require that you make note of such report to a superior, is that 

Mr. Eist. Well, yes, I would have made a note in my official 
pocketbook which could have been produced at that time, at any 
time. 

Mr. Fauntroy. But the pocketbook is not now available to us? 

Mr. Eist, No; they are destroyed after a certain length of time, 
sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And the explanation which you accepted and 
understood for not making record of this by the FBI was that it 
would be of no use in court proceedings in the United States? 

Mr. Eist. Exactly that, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Second, you do recall references by Mr. Ray to 
money? 

Mr. Eist. Yes; I do, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And according to your testimony, those refer- 
ences were limited to only two kinds of conversations, one dealing 
with his access to money through small robberies 

Mr. Eist, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. During the period of his fugitivity? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And, second, with respect to moneys which might 
come forward as a result of his exploitation of his notoriety? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Those were the only instances in which he men- 
tioned to you money in connection with the assassination of Dr. 
King? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir, the only instances. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Finally, Mr. Chairman, you made reference to 
the Foreign Legion? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Do you recall these were the words used by Mr. 
Ray? 

Mr. Eist. Foreign Legion; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Faunthoy. What images does the term foreign legion 
summon in your mind? What does foreign legion mean to you, or 
did it mean to you in 1968? 

Mr. Eist. It is a sort of a free-lance mercenary army, as far as I 
am aware, you know. They act in Africa; I don’t quite know where 
they function. I assumed Mr. Ray knew more about it than I did, 
sir. 

Mr. Fauntboy. But you simply accepted that term from him as 
what he was talking about? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. 

Mr. Fauntboy. And you assume that meant mercenaries? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fauntboy. In Africa. In any part of Africa? 

Mr. Eist. The Foreign Legion is more around the desert area as 
far as I know. But I am only aware of this from the sort of films 
and things you see. I don’t know anything about the Foreign 
Legion. 

Mr. Fauntboy. Thank you. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Dodd. 

Mr. Dodd. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Eist, how long did you spend as a police officer? How many 
years was that? 

Mr. Eist. Twenty-eight, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. Twenty-eight years. How long was it, the time you 
spent with James Earl Ray? Just to refresh my memory, what 
period of time was that? 

Mr. Eist. I think it was about 2 months altogether, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. Then you got to know him pretty well? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. You were certainly aware at the time that he was 
apprehended and during those 2 months that this was a case of 
international interest, worldwide attention and interest; is that 
correct? 

Mr. Eist. Very much so, sir; yes. 

Mr. Dodd. In fact, it was of historical significance? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. And you were aware of that as well? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. Are you also aware of the fact, Mr. Eist, that since 
1968 there have been hundreds, if not thousands, of articles written 
about the assassination of Martin Luther King and various allega- 
tions and stories involving different people? Are you aware of that 
as well? 

Mr. Eist. Strange as it may seem, sir, no; I was not aware of 
that. 

Mr. Dodd. You were not aware of stories in various publications? 

Mr. Eist. No, I wasn’t. 

Mr. Dodd. You never saw any stories? 

Mr. Eist. No, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. From 1968 until fairly recently you never read any 
articles? 

Mr. Eist. No, sir. 
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Mr. Dodd. My point is this, Mr. Eist: I am a little intrigued by 
the fact that it took almost 10 years for someone with 28 years’ 
experience as a police officer to come forward with the story that 
you have told us. 

Back shortly after James Earl Ray pled guilty in 1968, stories 
began to appear in which he alleged that, in fact, he was not 
guilty. Any number of different articles have appeared in various 
worldwide publications, and then we have this -committee being 
formed. And I gather by your testimony you were aware of the fact 
that this committee was formed? 

You then had a conversation with some people as late as, I guess, 
the spring of this year, 1978, and it was only after that that you 
finally decided to come forward with this information. 

Can you explain to me and this committee why someone with 28 
years of experience as a police officer, knowing of the allegations 
that had been made, knowing of the historical significance and 
international concern over this case, that someone with your expe- 
rience, wouldn’t come forward earlier with the story that you have 
told us today? 

Mr. Eist. Well, as far as the United Kingdom is concerned, I 
didn’t see any reports in connection with any facts that he was not 
guilty or anything like this. The first time that Earl Ray came to 
my attention again following 1968 was when I saw in the news 
media at home that the allegation was that the FBI had framed 
Earl Ray. That was the first time that I had really given it any 
thought at all, apart from, you know, general sort of discussions 
one would have of interesting cases that you have been involved 
with. 

It certainly didn’t appear, to my knowledge, in the English press, 
about any suggestion that he was not guilty. 

Mr. Dodd. Did you keep any notes at all during the 2-month 
period of the conversations with James Earl Ray, personal notes 
you might have kept? 

Mr. Eist. No; not personal notes; no. 

Mr. Dodd. Did you shortly after his deportation to the United 
States, did you write down your recollections of what had tran- 
spired over the previous 2 months? 

Mr. Eist No, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. Did you relate to other people what James Earl Ray — 
other than your superiors, what he told you during that period? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, I did; yes, sir, because on the flying squad you 
have your little groups; you are always talking about the work you 
ap engaged in, various twists of each job. I have no doubt I 
discussed it on those terms, but, you see, when you finished with 
one particular assignment, you are engaged in a lot more than just 
the one. That is, apart from the very great public interest, I had no 
interest in the subsequent developments of the case, because as far 
as I knew, Earl Ray had pleaded guilty to it, and that was a matter 
before your honorable judges. 

Mr. Dodd. Certainly as someone who has had a record of 28 
years of working in police matters, you are more than aware of the 
importance of having people come forward who can provide perti- 
nent information with regard to allegations of guilt or innocence; is 
that true? 
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Mr. Eist. Yes; that would be true, but, as I say, sir, I was not 
aware that there was any controversy afterward. 

Mr. Dodd. You knew we formed a committee in 1977 to investi- 
gate the assassination of Dr. King; is that correct? 

Mr. Eist. The only time I knew, sir, was when I saw in the news 
media the headlines that Earl Ray, or a connection of Earl Ray 
was alleging that the FBI had framed him. This was the first and 
only time that I read an 5 rthing about the 

Mr. Dodd. Didn’t you testify that you discovered in 1977 that this 
committee had been formed to investigate the assassination of Dr. 
King? 

Mr. Eist. That is when I found it, through that media. 

Mr. Dodd. I would presume that you would understand that this 
committee was not just being formed to rehash or reconfirm what 
James Earl Ray had pled to in 1968; correct? 

Mr. Eist. Correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. So at that particular juncture it became important for 
any evidence that could be pertinent to this committee's work to 
come forward, any witnesses, any evidence to be made available. 

Mr. Eist. Which is what I did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. It didn’t occur until a year later. 

Mr. Eist. Well, yes, I would say that the answer to that really 
basically was I wanted my domestic problems out of the way before 
I engaged on anything else. As you appreciate, that matter that we 
were talking about was hanging over my head at that time. 

Mr. Dodd. That is the reason you didn’t come forward? 

Mr. Eist. Immediately; yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. So you waited a year and a half 

Mr. Eist. I waited until that matter was away, was cleared, you 
know; then I immediately came forward then. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Sawyer. 

Mr. Sawyer. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. Does counsel have any additional questions? 

Mr. Hausman. No, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. Do any members seeking further additional 
recognition? 

Mr. Dodd. Mr. Chairman, let me just come back, if I may. 

I am really perplexed by that, Mr. Eist. You waited a year and a 
half to come forward with information because you wanted to take 
care of your own particular problem? 

Mr. Eist. Yes. 

Mr. Dodd. Someone with 

Mr. Eist. You know 

Mr. Dodd. Do you appreciate my position? Having talked with 
someone who has had as much experience as you have, I am 
impressed by 28 years of police work, and it just intrigues me when 
you consider, by your own admission, international ramifications, 
that this was a world renown case, and here you spent 2 months 
with a man who pled guilty to this case, who was then alleging 
that he was not the guilty party, and you wait a year and a half to 
come forward with information that is tremendously significant in 
this whole matter. 
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I am really disturbed by that information. Can you help me feel 
better? 

Mr. Eist. No, I can’t, really, sir. I think possibly I should have 
come forward earlier, but, you know, the matter that you have 
referred to, there wasn’t exactly a happy one as far as I was 
concerned. I had an awful lot of problems of my own at that time, 
and I thought I would wait until that is over and at the earliest 
opportunity I will tell the appropriate authorities. 

Mr. Dodd. And you used no notes whatsoever to refresh your 
recollection? 

Mr. Eist. No, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. You made no recordings of any kind? 

Mr. Eist. Recordings? 

Mr. Dodd. Well, spoke into a tape recorder, maybe, after the 2 
months that you spent with Ray or sometime later with regard to 
your feelings, what James Earl Ray told you. You had no body of 
evidence to which you could return to refresh your recollection in 
these last 10 years. 

Mr. Eist. No, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. So what you are telling us today is based on total 
recollection of what transpired 10 years ago? 

Mr. Eist. Yes, that is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. Eist, at the conclusion of a witness’ testimony before this 
committee, that witness is entitled under our rules to a period of 5 
minutes. During that period of time, he can in any way explain his 
testimony, amplify it in any way, correct any portion of it. 

I would extend to you at this time 5 minutes for that purpose, if 
you so desire. Is there anything further you would like to say to 
the committee? 

Mr. Eist. I honestly can’t think of anything further, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. Well, we certainly appreciate your coming 
before the committee and the testimony that you have given us 
here today, and at this time, then, you are excused. Thank you. 

Mr. Eist. Thank you very much. 

Chairman Stokes. The Chair now recognizes Mr. Blakey. 

Mr. Blakey. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, Inspector Eist does not stand alone in his claims 
of post arrest admissions by James Earl Ray. Two additional wit- 
nesses corroborate him, at least to a degree. First, Thomas Smith, 
like Inspector Eist, a detective sergeant in 1968, now a detective 
superintendent, was assigned to guard Mr. Ray in his cell at the 
Cannon Row Police Station in relief of Inspector Eist. Superintend- 
ent Smith has told the committee that Mr. Ray expressed concern 
to him that his fingerprint might be found in his Mustang, and he 
was worried over whether he would be returned to the United 
States to face county or Federal charges. Superintendent Smith has 
told the committee: 

Although on occasion (Mr. Ray) did say that he did not shoot Martin Luther King, 
he did not appear to say it with a lot of conviction. 
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Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the Smith statement be inserted 
in the record at this point as Martin Luther King exhibit No. 
F-130. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record at this point. 

[The information follows:] 
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T31JITED S TANCES HOUSE OP 

SELECT CoilllTTEE OH ASSASSXHATXQNS 
Interview with 
Mr THOMAS SMITH 

■ on 

Priday, August 11, 1978 

■ ert -/ 

Hew Seotlaod Tard, London, England 


On hehalX of Select Committee; 

Mr BOBIN D. UHHLEI - Staff Attorn^ 

Mr CHASLES H* B060VIH - Special Counsel 
Present: 

Detective Chief Superintendent Prank ster 

Mr Bichard V. Davies - Commissioner's 

^ Solicitors Department 

Mr Bichard H« Balment - Court reporter.. 
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ME BOGGVXN: Mr Smith, woiild you state your nama and official 

address? 

A Tea* fuU xiame is 'Thomas Smith. X sia a Detective 
Superiatendent of the Metropolitan Police, attached to 
Central Office, Mew Scotland Yard. 1 have heen in the 
service for 27 years, 

(Mr Cater left at this pn-tntY 

Q Mr Snlth, I would like to take you hack to approximately^ 
June 8th, 1968. At that time were you a serving officer 
in the Metropolitan Police Department? 

A I was, yes. . ' 

Q Could you tell me, sir, your rank and assignment at that 
time? ’ 

A Tes. I was a First Class Detective Sergeant, serving with 
the Flying Squad, attached to New Scotland Yard. 

Q On the 8th June, 1968, did you have occasion to receive an 
assl^iment from a.siq)erior officer with regard to a person 
known dr described to you then or thereafter as one James 
■ Earl Hay? 

A I did, sir, yes. I had been assigned by my chief 

(who was then Detective Chief Superintendent Butler) to 
take up duty at Cannon Bow Police Station, which is in 
Central London, and ordered to sit in the cell with Bay. 

It was on a Sunday. My period of detention with him was 
from 2 p.m. to 10 p.m. 

Q vniat instructions or advice did you receive from your 
superior with regard to the nature of your assignment at 
that time? 



39 


A My instructions were quite clear, that I was there solely 
to see that he remained in safe custody. I was also 
instructed that I was not to discuss the case with hin. 

That would he pretty ohvlous at the time , hecause I ]mew 
none of the details, anyway, other than the fact that this 
man was alleged to have shot Martin Luther Ttlng in the 
I&ilted States. It %ras also brou^t home to me the fact 
that if any evidence that I considered weu 3 material and 
should be broij^t to the notice of the American authorities, 

I would, of course, note it in the usual way end report it 
In the usual Way. 

Q When you arrived at Caxmon How Police Station, did you 
relieve another officer who was carrying out, as far as 
you knew, the same duty to which you were assigned? 

A I did, yes. That officer was then a serving officer. 

Sergeant East. 

_Q "Bj the way, Mr Staith, at this time in 1968 your rank was 
:what?'' 

A Detective Sergeant First Class,. ~ - 

Q And you relieved another Sergeant upon your arrival? 

A/ First Class, yes. 

Q I assume you went into a cell with the prisoner at that point? 

A I did, yes. I had another (Junior officer with me. He has 
since left the Force. For about the first hour Say weu 3 
very quiet. I think I had said "Good afternoon" to him. 

I don't think he replied. I xuiderstood his demeanor, 
bearing in mind that he had only ^st previously bean 
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arrested, and I ectasidered tben t}3at he was in a rather 
'volneanible positlGoa. There was a newspaper in the cell. 

It was a Sunday newspaper, the Sews of the World. X Icnew 
that Bay was trying to hide his true identity. I picked 
ixp the newspaper and on the front page was a rather large 
photograph of James Earl Bay. The photograph clearly 
showed that the man I was sitting with and the in that 
photograph was one and the same person. In the photograph 
he was wearing what appeared to he a multicolored 
(althoo^ the photograph was in black and white) shirt. - 
I clearly renwmber saying to Bay "This photograph is of 
you”, and he then agreed that it was. Therefore, I had 
then established in my own mind that he was Bay. X asked 
him where the photograph had been taken and he said it was 
some years previous when, 1 think he said, he had been doing 
some lumberjacking in Canada. He also said •> I cannot 
remember whether it was to a question from me or %dxat 1 
had read in the newspaper or whether he had volmteered 
the information th£t he was a prisoner imlawfally at 
large from a penitentiary in the States, having been 
sentenced to 8 to 20 yeeirs iarprisonm«it for an offence of 
robbery. I asked him how he escaped from prison. He just 
replied that that was another story. This angle was not 
pursued. He denied that he had shot Hartin Lather Ong. 

He also mentioned a white Hustang ear. It may well have 
been that these details were already in this newspaper. 

Ity recollection with regard to the vehicle %ia8 a suggestion 
on his part that fingerprints could easily be planted 
az^idiere. 
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Q I assume. Nr Smith, that there was some eon.versatioii ahbut 
fiogerpriats on. portions of that white Mustang car? 

A H7 recollection leads me to helieve that there was some 
possible conversation regarding fingerprints on that car. 

I would emphasise the point: I am sure that came from him 
and was not as a result of a question regarding fingerprints. 

Q Sreoisely. Did the conversation at any time turn to the 
matter of extradition which had been requested by the 
United States authorities of the British authorities? 

A Tes, it did indeed. The main theme of his thinking by this 
time was that lie wanted to beat extradition; in other words, 
he wanted to stay in this eormtry as long as possible. : 

He mentioned to me that it was within his knowledge that 
there were t^ varrants out for his arrest in the United 
States. One was held by the FBI and the other by a County 
Narshall or Sheriff. He clearly indicated that if he wets 
Mctradited, his wish would be that it would be on the County 
warrant and not the Federal warrant, as one was clearly for 
conspiracy to murder and the other one was for the 
substantive offence of murder. 

Q Did you derive an understanding, Mr Smith, of what Hr Bay's 
reasoning wcus with regard to Jiis expressed desire to be 
returned on the County warrant; in other words, why he felt 
it weu9 in his interest to be retximed on the County warrant? 

A Xes. He expressed this in terms of the question of a 

He felt that if he was arrested on the County warrant, then 
the Jury could not j>osslbly be inpartial - there would be 
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thd question of color - and that there Is no way in which, 
^e authortties could give him a fair and iizlhiased trial. 
This seemed to he the tack that he was going on with regard 
to these warrants. I recall now that the question of the 
eonsplracyt os opposed to the substantive offence of nurdert 
was one that he had obviously considered in the li^t of 
legal procedures; but I had no wish to get into any legal 
discussions with him, not being familiar with the laws of 
the United States. 

Q Were you, as a consequence of these conversations with Bay, 
able to form a^ opinion or do you have any present 
recollection of your io^ression of the level of his 
intelligffiiee? 

A X did not regard him as an intelligent person. I certainly 
did not regard him as hl^ily intelligent, because, to my way 
of thinking, the consequences that were likely to ensue now, 
or then, wen that' he knew he was going to be taken back to 
the United States. Althou^ on occasions he did say that 
he did not shoot Kartin Luther King, he did not appear to 
say it with a lot of conviction. 

Q Lid anything occur at any time in the course of this 
assignment for you, this eight hour tour of duty, which 
led you to believe that he had been in England before the 
' day he was apprehended at London Aixport, which would have 
been, we believe, June 8th, the day before your assignment 
began? 

A Yes. There was one incident during that tour of duty where 
for some reason ~ and I caxmot remember the reason - I took 
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out of my pocket some British currency coins. We had not 
long gone over to decimalisation - I cannot remember the 
year we had gone over) but it not been long — «nd x 
produced a 10 pence piece, and he ha;ppened to say that that 
was the new 10 pence piece. I said to him) "How do you 
know that? As far as I understand, you have never been in 
this country before", and he said, "JMr Smith, I should be 
mo3?e careful before I make such observations in the futiire". 
I thought it was a little unfair of me to make the point, 
so I dropped it, and, there again, this matter was not 
pursued. But he did say in fact that he had been in the 
country before. IPo my recollection, he mentioned Earls 
Court. ^ 

Q Earls Court being an area of London? 

X Tes. ' 

Q Throughout the balance of the time you spent with him, were 
there any other c<maments or observations that mi^t be 
interesting that Hr Bay may have nade? 

A I cannot recall now any other observisitions he may have made. 

Q Did at any time the conversation tuzii to what the criminal 
community in the States would refer to as "the Chair", 
meaning the electjfic chair? 

X Tes. Xt some stage he did mention — again, this was in 
relation to the possibility of conviction with ^xzrles and , 
what-have-you - that, of course, he could finish up in the 
electric chair. 

Q Were you aware. Hr Smith, either i^oom comments made to you 
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by po3i.ce colleagues, police st^eiriLorst berore yoa 
c om m e nced the duty assignment or from the newspaper article 
or from anything in conversation with Bay, whether at the 
time he was eg^prehended at the 3xmdon Airport he been 
armed? ^ 

A Be did mention to me about hip arrest; he did say he had 
the opportuxdty at some stage to have shot the Special 
Branch officer - I remember he referred to him as "the 
Stpeolal Branch officer" - when he tooh him throng a door 
at the airport into a room. I am sure he sedd that the 
officer wallEsd. in front of him and that he could have . 
aoqple oppcuHnanity to have shot him. 

Q Did he indicate why he did not for any reaison? 

A JTo. Be was iust, I think, trying to impart to me the fact 
that he %fas not a cold-blooded killer. That is the 
iiq^ssion I got. 

Q Can you thiiilc, Kr Smith, of anything else that mi^it be of 
interest to us with regard to this duty aussigment? 

A Ho, I can't recall any other observations that were made. 

As I say, as far as I am concerned, there was nothing in 
any of the conversations that X had with him that X felt 
X was duty-bound to report. X tried to stii^ as near as X 
possibly could to my terms. 

Q X ta3ce it then. Hr Smith, that nothing prior to the 

assignment - when I say "nothing", X mean noldiing of which 
you learned prior to the assignment - nothing which took 
place during the assignment and nothing you may have heard 
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or leaned subsequemt to the asaigomexit impacted 70 U in 
any way which would have , in the course oT your police 
conduct, suggested to you the filing of any formal report 
of any kind? 

A ITo, that is true. At no time did I jreel that there was any 
material evidence that would have assisted anyone. 

Q Because - I want to be certain I have covered this - you 
were not assigned to conduct an interrogation of Bay? 

A Certainly not, no. 

Q This was not what we would call in the States an Investigation 
• by you? ■ ; 

A Certainly not. Ve had very clear instructions that we were 
th^e as Jailers and Jailers only. 

Q Effectively a special security detail pure and siaqple? 

A Indeed. 

Q you. 

Hr Davies, any other questions? 

HR DAVIES: I have no questions. 

HR BOGOVIH: Thank you very much. Hr Smith* 

(Interview commenced at 10.10 a.m. and 
con^ud^ at io.5l a.mT) 




Thomas Smith 

Mr. Blakey. Second, Mr. Owen Summers, now the chief crime 
reporter of the London Daily Mail, has given the committee a 
sworn affidavit in wltiich he says Inspector Eist told him of Mr. 
Ray’s admissions in 1968, thereby indicating that the story is per- 
haps not a recent concoction by Inspector Eist for whatever reason. 

Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the Summers’ affidavit be insert- 
ed in the record at this point as Martin Luther King exhibit No. F- 
131. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record. 

[The information follows:] 


36-411 0 - 79-4 
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MLK Exhibit F-131 

, . 2nd IToverA’ofjr 197S 

oreat fritatn arHi Morthern Iraland ) 

London, England ) 88r 11.17 a.n. TJ,", ihbp.ssy, 

Emlussy of the United States of America ) Londcn, 


1 siii Ouen Suinr-iers, cliief crine r^:orter of t'-e Dailj SrOTess, 121, Sl&et 
Street, London, S,C.4,. 3:.te of birth; 29.7,27. I he ebv nelce the 

fo:.lo'dn£ statsment volimtarily to netbers of tiie US House of Renr.-.sentatives 
Select CoEunittee on Assassinations (Ct-def Investigator Ed Svens and 
Staff Investii;ator Louds Parisi) : 

I have been a newspaper reporter for 34 years, covering stories 
both in the United rhngdon and abroad. I have worked for four 
national newspapers: the Daily Sketch, the Sunday Diepatch (both now 
defunct) , the Daily l!ail end tiie D.ily E:.;press« In doing sy job I rely to 
an extent on news ’,Mch is given off icially by Scotland Hard’ s Ftess 
Bureau. However, nuoh of ny inforraatdoa is gained froia personal contact. 

I have nanj' friends tio are police officers who have been of assistance* 


d- 




from tine to tiee. 

Alec Hist has bsai personally known to lae for about IS years during vMch time' 
we aet frequeatly on ny rounds,* I had occasion to run into him 

viaen ?ny was appearing at How Street in 1963. I recall Alec Slst remarking 
tlmt Hey had '•cou^ed’’ (confessed) to him that he had Idlled Dr King. 

I didn’t think of this as a news item. I was more interested in the 
Snglidi court proceedings, the intense security involved in guarding 
Hay, date ofcfc of deportation and so on,' it tliat tine, I remember, He-y’s 
guilt seemed assured fron everytJiing I had read that the confession xAsn’t 
t' tooa important to me, Also an HngLi^ nei'fspaper cannot print that a man has 
confessed before he is brought to trial - we call it sub judicae rules, 
(^inswering Mr Evans’ question). I have never been kio-.'in^y misled b7 Alec 
2Lst and el-.-ays found his information totally reliable. . ' 


About the middle of August I heard in'a tele.hone call to ny office one ni^t 
about Alec Hist’ s testlmoiy and inmediataLly recalled the 196S conversation* A 
week or two after that I rsr. into -J.ee Hist in a ptib in north Lor-icn, 

Tnc Hnights of 3t John, arJ ravlnlsd him of ’.hat he'1-.ad .-said G.bout Hy corfessim 
He '.;as surprised because he couLcn’t rKiembar V’-ie- conversation, ™-.en he asked 
if I had air/- objection to passing oy r-siie onto tl'.a ir-veatlsation,' I h-;..d none, 
Z-is is a true s'tata’ient, tvpsd by me. 
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?. 2 . 


la 1968, at the time tliis conversation with ilec Eiat occurred, I >ias 
chief crime reporter of the D'.dlj'- covering slX major crime stoiies. 






toboorlbpd and svom to bofora ae 

I. Gerber Oonaui of tho 

iit6d States ot America at London, 
England, doly oomalaelpnod and 
qaalifled, this booond da». 
ef Novembep 


Mary (• 0«^bep 

Vloe Consul of the 
United States of Atnsrlu 




London, England 
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Mr. Blakey. Third, two Americans stationed in England who had 
met Inspector Eist in 1977, Air Force Major David Meunier, and 
his wife, Connie, recall the inspector’s account of his dealings with 
Ray while Ray was detained in London. According to their state- 
ments, it was Major and Mrs. Meunier who called Inspector Eist’s 
attention to the formation of this committee and suggested that he 
tell his story to the U.S. authorities. 

The significance of the statements of Major and Mrs. Meunier is 
that they tend to support the authenticity of Inspector Eist’s story. 
Well before Inspector Eist told it to the committee, he had given an 
identical account to others, namely, the Meuniers. Moreover, the 
Meuniers say Inspector Eist had to be urged to testify to the U.S. 
authorities, since Inspector Eist believed his information was ex- 
traneous. This appears to explain perhaps why the inspector took 
so long to come forward. 

Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the affidavits of the Major and 
his wife be inserted into the record as Martin Luther King exhibits 
F-132 and F-133, respectively. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered in the 
record at this point. 

[The information follows:] 















mge 1 of 3 pages 
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MLK Exhibit F-133 
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Mr. Blakey. One final point bears mention, Mr. Chairman. The 
question has arisen during the committee’s investigation, why 
would Mr. Ray make statements that amount to substantial admis- 
sions against entrance, only to repudiate them later? While not 
attempting to know the final answer, it can be noted that to have 
done so in the King matter is not inconsistent with Mr, Ray’s 
previous behavior. It would not have been the first time, in short, 
that Ray has repudiated a confession. 

In 1959, Mr. Ray signed a voluntary confession of his participa- 
tion in an armed robbery of a supermarket in Illinois — excuse 
me — in St. Louis, Mo. He did so in the presence of two police 
officers, a court clerk and a prosecuting attorney. When the case 
came up for a hearing, however, Mr. Ray repudiated the confes- 
sion, claiming it had been coerced from him. 

The court, however, accepted the confession, and he was tried 
and found guilty. 

Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the confession signed by James 
Earl Ray in 1959 and his subsequent repudiation of it be inserted 
into the record at this point as Martin Luther King exhibits F-134 
and F-135, respectively. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered into 
the record at this point. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-135 


STATE OP MISSOURI ) 

) SS 

CITY OF ST. LOUIS ) 



V AUo 24^381 



James 


IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE CITY O^ ST. LOUIS 
SSaSB O F < ^ggoVRT 


STATE OF MISSOURI, 

Plaintiff 
(state) , 


vs 

JANES EARL RAY, 

Defendant. 


250234 


Cause NO. 1427-H 
Division BO. 12 


St. Louis, Missouri 
Decesber 15, 1959 


BEPORSt 


the Honorable John c. Casey, judge 


APPEARANCES: 

Robert j. Roster 

Assistant Circuit Attorney for plaintiff (state) 
Attorney for Defendant 


Bobby NcCune 
Official Court Reporter 
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IK THR 8UPREMS COURT OT THg 8T^T8 OF MISSOTOI 


8TXTB OP MIS80URI* 

Respondent, 


vs 


SUP8BMB COORT BO. 


JMB8 EARL RAY, 


Appellant. 


RECORD OP TRAH8CRZFT ON APPEAL 
PROH TBB CIRCUIT COURT OP THE 
CITY OP NT. LOUIS, STATS OP 
MISSOURI, BEFORE TBB BmORABLB 
JOHN C. CASEY, JUDGE, DIVISION 
NUMBER TWELVE. 


APPEARANCES: 

The Honorable Tbonaa P. Bagleton 
Attorney General of Missouri 
Jefferson City, Missouri 

Attorney for Respondent 
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MR. KOSTERi Your Honorr Mr. 8chrll»«r haa inforpMd mm ha 
wants to object to the voluntaryness of atateaent. 

THE COURT: Lets take a short recess at this tisie. 

oOo 

WHBREUPOl?, AT THIS POINT IN TH8 PROCEEDINGS 
A TEMPORARY RECESS WAS DECLARED, THE ADMONI- 
TION WAS GIVEN TO THE JURY, AFTER WHICH TIME 
AMD OUT OF THE REARING OF THE JURY THE FOLLOW- 
ING PROCEEDINGS WERE HAD. 

oOo 

Q (Mr. Koster continuing) t Officer, you say the next 
tine you saw Ray was on Sunday# October the eleventh, is that 
right? A Yea, sir. 

Q Did you see Ray that aoniingT 

A Yes, I did. 

Q Tall ne the ciirciiBstaneea surroundings that next neet- 
ing? A He sent word to us that he wanted 

to talk to us. 

Q what did you do then? A Took hiai out of the holdk 

over, brou^^t him back to the detectives' rooai and ask hlsi what 
he wanted. 

Q And idio liras with you at that tisM? 

A officer Rimer. 

Q And what did Ray say? A He said that if you get 

hold of the fellow named Koster or someone from the Circuit 
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Attorney's office that he vranisdto give hia a statenent. 

Q What did you do then? A Contacted you, 

Q Did you question Ray further at that tiaet 

A Very, very briefly, 

Q Did you strike hia at that tlaef A HO, sir, 

Q Did you strike hia at any tiae after he had been placed 

in custody on the second fllor of 2023 Park? 

A Absolutely not, 

0 Has he ever struck in your presence by anyone else? 

A HO, sir. 

Q Has he ever threataaedT A HO, sir, 

Q Here any proaises aada to hia up until the tine you 
ed 

caiy the Circuit Attorney office? A HO, air. 

Q Did you put hia back in the hold-over until the aan' 
froB the Circuit Attorney's office arrived? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Then what did you do? A Hoaetlae around 

afternoon, twdlve thirty or so vAten you appeared at the office, 
then Ray was taken out of the hold-over and was questioned briefly 
by you and then when he agreed or stated that he wanted to aake a 
signed statenent he was taken to the clerk's roon in the district 
station and then in the presence of Officer Rlnaer, ayself, you 
and the clerk, he was asked a nunber of questions by you concerns 
ing the hold up on the prior day. 

Q Officer, from the time he was taken out of the hold 
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over the second tine on Sunday nomlng until the tlae he was taXen 
into the clerk ' 96ff Ice and questioned by me, was he struck or 
threatened In any nahnerf A WO, sir. 

Q were any proalses Made to hiaf 

A NO, sir. 

0 ware you present when the statenent was takenf 

A yes, sir, I was. 

Q After the statsMnt was reduced to writing «rhat was 
donief A It was handed to hla and he looked 

at It. 

Q And then what happenedf A Then he signed It, 

0 officer, do you recall this question being asked t 
"Q Has anyone threatened you or proslsed you anythlngf** 
Officer, repeating my last question, do you recall this question 
being asked: 

"Q Do you give this statenent of your own free well?” 

A Yes, sir. 

0 DO you recall the ans«rar being, “Yes.”? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Do you recall this question and answerl 

“Q Has anyone threatened you or proalsed you anything?” 

A I do. 

Q Do you recall the answer being, ”No.”? 

A That’s right. Those wore sone of the first questions 


that you asked hln. 
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MR. KOSTBRt Z have no furthar quaationa* your Honor. 
oOo 

QUKSTI0M8 BY MR. SC HRIBBERt 

0 Officer, %«hen you were ujp on the second floor of 2023 
Park, after you had hit the defendant over the head, isn*t it a 
fact that that you went downstairs yourself and hrou^t this nan 
Owens upstairs? 

MR. K08T1R: I an foing to object to that, it is irrelevant 

and Innaterial, we are testing the voluntaryness of this state- 
■ent. 

MR. SCHRZlBBRi Well, Z an trying to show that when - - 

THE COURTS Zs it your purpose to show continuing occurrence 
from then on? 

MR. SCHRZBBERt Yes, Z thiiik it is. 

THE COURTS All right, the objection will be overuled. 

Q (Mr. Schrieber continuing) s Z just want to get the 
qiestion on the record. Did you bring the other nan, Owens up- 
stairs to t:he roan where the defendant Ray was? 

A Mo, sir Z did not. 

Q And then didn't you start to punch Ray with your fist 
then say to hln, "You know hln, don't you?” and Ray said, 
"HO.” at that tine? 

A That could not have been true sir, because Owens was 


not upstairs at any time. 
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In the case. 

MR. SCHRIEBERi Well, lets get it in the record. 

THE COURT t DO you want to adduce some evidence on that? 

HR. SCHRIEBER: Yes I do, the testlaony of the defendant. 

oOo 

JAMES EARL RAY. 

Defendant herein, was sworn by the Court and testified in his own 
behalf as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
QgESTlONS BY MR. SCHRIEBER: 

Q We will consider you on the stand now, all right. 

What is your nameT 

A JasMs Earl Ray. 

Q Mr. Ray, did you, on the Homing of Satxirday, October 

tenth, or at 2uny tine subsequent to that, nake any adBissions 

record of 

\diatsoever to any police officer regardinj[/prior convictions 
you nay have had? 

A NO, the only thing I adaitted was what was nore or 
less beat out of me. 

Q YOU did not make any adBissions to any police officer 
at amy tine regarding any prior convictions? 

A NO, I made no statement like that. 


oOo 
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MR. SCHRIEBER: NO, h« la not In unlfom. 

THE COURT: Do you take the position that the Jury has been 

advised that there is any police officer in the courtrooaf 

HR. SCHRIEBER: The Jury has not been advised, but I take 

the position that/l can infer he was a police officer, the Jury 
can also infer that he is a police officer, 

THE COURT: I told you, didn't IT 

HR. SCHRSIBBRi NO, you didn't. 

THE COURT: He will nake a record on that. The notion will 

be overruled and denied. 

oOo 

HHBRBUPON, THE FOLLOHING WAS IN THE HEARING 
OF THE JURY. 

HR. 10>STBR: GentleMn, at this tine I an going to read to 

you state's Exhibit 4 and I will pass to you the renaining exhlblits 
and also State's Bidiibit 4. 

"State's Exhibit 4, October 11, 1959 Page 1 

Statement taken at Third District Police Station at 1:30 
p.n., on October 11, 1959, by Assistant Circuit Attorney Robert 
J. Koster 

HR. SCHRIEBER: Just a minute. Step up. 

oOo 

WHEREUPON, THE FOLLOWING HAS OUT OF THE 
HEARING OP THE JURY. 


MR. SCHRIEBER: FBtrthe record I want to object to counsel 
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for the State reading this statement to the Jury on the grounds 
It Is prejudicial and tend to Inflame their minds against my 
client before all the evidence Is In* 

MR. KOSTER: It Is meant to. 

THE COURT I Overruled. 

MR. SCHRIEBERi Since It Is overruled, I move for a discharge 
of the Jury and request that a mistrial be declared. 

THE COURT I Overruled. 

oOo 

WHEREUPON, THE FOLLOWING WAS IN THE HEARING 
OP THE JURY. 

MR. KOSTER: Let me begin again. "Statement taken at Third 

District - - 

MR. SCHRIEBER: I am going to Object to counsel repeating 

the statonent. 

THE COURT: YouT objection will he overruled* In view of 

your objections previously made. It will be overruled and he will 
be permitted to read it to the jury the one time. 

MR. SCHRIEBER: I move for a discharge of the jury and re~ 

quest a mistrial be declared. 

THE COURT: Overruled and denied. 

MR. KOSTER (continuing) : - - on October 11, 1951, by Assist- 

ant Circuit Attorney Robert J. Koster, recorded by Clezk Willis 
J. BOO, DSN 3277. 

Q What Is your name? A James E. Ray. 
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0 

HOW old are youT 

A 

Thirty. 

0 

Where do you livet 

A 

2023 Pack, 

0 

What apartment number? 

A 

Five. 


Q Janes« my name is Roibert Roster - • 

MR. SCHRXEBERi I an going to have to object to any further 
reading of thestatement on the grounds that the State has not pro> 
vided the defendant with a copy. 

MR. K08TBR: Your Honor, this is evidence, this is not - •> 

THE COURT! You will be given an opportunity to make all your 
abjections now. Have you read itf 

MR. SCBRIEBBRI I have read it. 

THE COURT: Your objection will be overruled. Z an going 

to ask you again Mr. SchriOber, do you want to read the statement 
to the Jury? 

MR. SCHRlEBER: Ho youT Honor, let*s proceed. 

MR. ROSTER (continuing) : "Janes, n y nane is Robert Roster. 

Z*a from the Circuit Attorney's Office, and I want to take a staie- 
ment from you concerning the holdup at the Kroger Store at 3417 
Ohio, yesterday morning. Will you give me such a statementT 

A Yes. 

Q Has anyone threatened you or promised you anythingT 

A NO. 

0 DO you give this statement of your own free will? 

A Yes. 

0 Did you plan this holdup with Bames Ownest 
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A I planned it with another man. 

Q Do you want to tell me who the other man isT 
A No. 

Q Did you ever go by the Kroger Store 2 uid look it over 
before the holdupT A Yea, I waa by there once. 

Q When waa thatT A The day before the holdup. 

Q The morning of the holdup where did you meet thia other 
nan? A At my place. 


Q 

Did you have two gunat 


A 

1 did. 


0 

Both of them belong to you? 

A 

Yea. 


Q 

Did you give him one of 

the gunat 

A 

Yea. 

Q 

Which one did you keept 


A 

Thirty^ two automatic, 

Q 

Did you leave your apartment withttie other mant 


A 

Yea. 





Q 

About what timet 

A 

Bight o'clock. 


Q 

In whoae cart 

A 

His. 



Q 

What kind ia that? 

A 

A new 

' Gary I think 

it ia 


a green Plymouth, 1958. 

Q Where did you go in thia cart A We went in the 

direction of the atore. I am not familiar with the neighborhood* 
Q Did you make any atopa on the wayt 
A I atopped and picked up the other car. 

Q Where did you pick that up3 

A I don't know the name of the atreet. 

Q Did you then go to the atoreT A Yea. 
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0 What kind of a car did you drive to the etoret 
A It was about a 1953 Ford* 

0 What color? A It was a dark color; blue or 

bladk. 

Q Who drove that cart A I did* 

Q Was the other man with you? A Yes. 

Q Where did you parkt A It wasn't too far • •<’ 

right in front of the store* 

Q On Ohio Avenue? A If that is Where the store ist 

yes* 

Q Did both of you go in the store? A Yes* 

0 What did you do? A After I go into the store, 

I asked him for the money. Eie said he didn't have the conibiiiatien. 
So I Just took what was in the cash register. 

Q Did you have a pistol? A I had an automatic. 

Q Did you display it? A Yes* 

Q You put it on the clerk and the wosian in the store? 

A I put it on the clerk* 

Q YOU held the giln on him when you asked him for the 
money? A Yes. 

Q YOU got the money out of the register? 

A Yes* 

Q Who gave it to you? A nobody. The register was 

open and I Just took it. 

0 What happened then? A Wr> left. 
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0 Was the other nan In the store with yout 
A Yes. 

0 What was his Job, to act as the lookout? 

A Yes. 

0 How were you dressed at the time of the holdup? 

A I had a pair of grey pants and dark green Jacket. A 

Dark hat . 

0 Where did you go vihen you left the store? 

A Back to the car. 

Q who drove from the scene? A I did. 

Q Where did you go? A Went about five blocks 

from there and switched cars and we came on back to Park. 

Q You came back In the other man’s car? 

A Yes. 

0 To your apartment? A Yes. 

Q Did you both go upstairs? A Yes. 

Q What did you do \idien you got upstairs? 

A He wasn’t up there very long and then he left. Then I 
heard a noise dovmstalrs.. I was In the bathroom and when I came 
out, I saw the police officer. Then he took me down to the cau: 
and took us on down to the station. 

Q Did you divide the money upstairs? 

A Yes. 

0 Did you take both of the guns back? 

A Yes. 
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Q What did you do with your share of the money and the 
t«K> guns? A I put the money in my pocket and hid 

the guns In the dresser. 

Q The police recovered the money and the guns - - were 
those the sane ones? A Yes. 

Q After that you were arrested by the police? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you know how much money you got In this holdup? 

A I'm not sure. 

0 About how much would you say? A About $120.00. 

0 Your arrangement with the other man was to split the 
loot? A Yes. 

Q The thirty-two caliber automatic the police have here 
Is the one you used In the holdup? A That Is the same on^. 

0 The clothing they recovered Is the clothing you %#ore 

In the holdup? A Yes. 

1 have read the foregoing three pages of this statement and 
Initialed any corrections, and It is true and correct to the best 
of my knowledge.” 

After that appears the signature of James Bari Ray and 
under "Witnesses” appears the signature of Detective E. Rlmmer 
and Detective H. Connors. 

If It please the Court, 4uiy I pass these to the Jury? 

THE COURT* It may be done. 

WHEREUPQH. STATE'S EXHIBITS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 
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Mr. Blakey. Mr. Chairman, that concludes this morning’s pres- 
entation. The next area of concern for the committee will be the 
question of what science has to bear, if anything, on the assassina- 
tion, and I would suggest that it might be appropriate to begin that 
presentation in this afternoon’s meeting beginning at 2. 

Chairman Stokes. The committee then, at this time, will recess 
the public hearings for the purpose of going into an executive 
session immediately upon recessing. The executive session will be 
held in room 340, and the committee will then reconvene at 2 p.m. 
this afternoon for its public hearings. 

The committee stands in recess. 

[Whereupon, at 11:55 a.m., the public hearing recessed, to recon- 
vene at 2 p.m., this same day.] 

Afternoon Session 

Chairman Stokes. The committee will come to order. The Chair 
recognizes Professor Blakey. 

NARRATION BY G. ROBERT BLAKEY, CHIEF COUNSEL AND 
STAFF DIRECTOR 

Mr. Blakey. Thank you Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chairman, as you 
have noted, the committee does not ]dave available to it in its 
investigation of the assassination of Dr. King an abundance of 
scientific evidence. There are, for example, no motion pictures or 
sound tapes of the actual event as there were in the assassination 
of President Kennedy. This is not to say that the committee is 
totally bereft of scientific data from which useful conclusions could 
be drawn. As a case in point, there are the autopsy photographs 
and other records that were presented to the committee by its 
panel of forensic pathologist last August. In addition, the commit- 
tee will receive an analysis of the ballistics evidence by a panel of 
firearms specialists later today. 

For the record, nevertheless, that the committee attempted to 
draw information from a number of other scientific disciplines 
should be noted. Unfortunately, success did not always result, for 
the fulfillment of forensic science does not always equal its prom- 
ise. The committee considered, for example, a neutron activation 
analysis, a process similar to the one used to match metal frag- 
ments in the Kennedy case to identify hair samples taken from 
James Earl Ray’s automobile. When it was discovered that the 
analysis would be less than reliable in the area of hair as opposed 
to metal analysis — hair samples taken at one time apparently 
cannot be usefully matched against other samples taken years 
later — the project was dropped. In addition, the advantages of a 
psychological study of Mr. Ray were carefully examined, but after 
consulting with several specialists, it was concluded that a project 
of that character would be unlikely to piroduce sound results in the 
absence of the corroboration of Mr. Ray himself, a prospect that 
was not very likely. 

There was, however, much to be learned from other scientific 
studies. Here is a brief rundown of some which will be described in 
greater detail in our final report: 
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An engineering firm was retained to survey the murder scene in 
Memphis, and an analysis of the angles and distances between 
such structures as the Lorraine Motel and the roominghouse at 422 
South Main Street led to this conclusion: 

* * * the geometric data is consistent with the bathroom window at the rear of 
• * * (the roominghouse) as a possible location of the assassin. 

A fingerprint analysis verified that prints found on the critical 
evidence — the rifle and the bundle found in front of Canipe’s 
Amusement Company in Memphis — were those of James Earl Ray. 
Attempts to link other prints with those of known Ray associates 
have either been unsuccessful or are still in process. 

Also, a handwriting expert identified various samples of hand- 
writing as having been written by Mr. Ray. 

The committee employed experts to examine polygraph tests pre- 
viously given to James Earl Ray, the results of which were summa- 
rized this morning. 

Let me turn now, Mr. Chairman, to the committee’s extensive 
analysis of the firearm evidence, though I would like to begin with 
some words of caution. 

It is generally believed that firearm identification is an exact 
science, able to determine if a certain bullet, provided a substantial 
portion of it has been recovered, was fired by a certain weapon. For 
that reason, the FBI has been criticized for its failure to establish 
that the bullet recovered from Dr. King’s body was fired by the 
rifle found at the murder scene. Mark Lane, Mr. Ray’s counsel, has 
written in his Code Name “Zorro”, 

The failure of the state to prove that the “death slug” was fired from what was 
alleged to be Ray’s rifle reflected very poorly upon the case against Ray. 

The firearms evidence — the rifle, an expended cartridge case, the 
bullet recovered from Dr. King’s body and nine unfired car- 
tridges — was examined in the FBI laboratory in Washington, and a 
report issued on April 17, 1968. Its conclusions: 

One, the expended cartridge case was fired in the rifle. 

Two, the bullet could have been fired by the rifle, but distortion 
and the absence of indicative markings precluded a positive deter- 
mination. 

Three, it was not possible to establish a positive link between the 
bullet and cartridge case through markings on the bullet. 

Four, the bullet was found to match the bullet components of 
five cartridges, commercial ammunition manufactured by Reming- 
ton-Peters. 

Five, the remaining four cartridges, also found in the Peters box, 
were military ammunition made by Remington Arms Co., and 

Six, the Peters cartridge box, it was determined, would normally 
contain Remington-Peters ammunition of a type identical to the 
five commercial cartridges found. It was also determined that the 
spent cartridge case was a component of the type of ammunition 
normally contained in the Peters box. Nevertheless, it was not 
possible to conclude, due to the way the cartridges were boxed, that 
the five commercial cartridges and the cartridge of which the spent 
case was a component, had been packaged in that same box. 

In its investigation of the King assassination, the select commit- 
tee convened a panel of experts to conduct a comprehensive exami- 
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nation of all firearms and related evidence. A prerequisite to selec- 
tion for the panel was no prior connection to the case; and to 
assure further that the panel would be objective, its members were 
not supplied with the results of the earlier investigation by the 
FBI. 

Recommendations for the panel were solicited from the Associ- 
ation of Firearm and Tool Mark Examiners, the Forensic Science 
Foundation, and the American Academy of Forensic Sciences, from 
which a list of 27 prospective members was obtained: Three of 
them were eliminated because of their affiliation with the FBI; one 
because he had written about the firearms evidence in the King 
assassination; one because he was physically unable to participate. 
Of those remaining, 18 responded to requests for resumes, although 
10 of them declined to be considered due to other commitments or 
for personal reasons. 

Before a final selection was made. Jack Kershaw, at that time 
James Earl Ray's attorney, was advised of the names of the candi- 
dates, but Mr. Kershaw declined to participate in the final selec- 
tion. In that selection, five panel members were chosen. They are 
Monty C. Lutz, Donald E. Champagne, John S. Bates, Jr., Andrew 
M. Newquist, and Russell M. Wilhelm. 

Mr. Lutz holds a B.S. degree in criminal justice from the Univer- 
sity of Nebraska. The committee will recall that he has appeared 
before it in connection with the Kennedy case. He has been the 
chief firearms and tool mark examiner for the U.S. Army Criminal 
Investigation Laboratory at Fort Gordon, Ga., and a criminal inves- 
tigator for the U.S. Army Criminal Investigation Division. He pres- 
ently is a firearms and tool mark analyst with the Wisconsin 
Regional Crime Laboratory, New Berlin, Wis. Mr. Lutz has lec- 
tured at colleges, universities and law enforcement schools across 
the country. 

Mr. Champagne is presently a firearms and tool mark examiner 
with the Florida Department of Criminal Law Enforcement in 
Tallahassee. The committee will again recall that he has appeared 
before it in connection with the Kennedy case. He previously 
served for 15 years as a firearms and tool mark examiner in the 
crime detection laboratory in Ottawa, Ontario. He has lectured 
extensively at the Canadian Police College and at other law en- 
forcement agencies in Canada and the United States. 

Mr. Champagne presently serves as president of the Association 
of Firearm and Tool Mark Examiners. He also is a member of the 
Southern Association of Forensic Scientists and the Canadian Soci- 
ety of Forensic Science. 

Mr. Champagne has trained several firearms examiners for the 
Royal Canadian Mounted Police and for the Florida Department of 
Criminal Law Enforcement. He serves on the editorial board of the 
Journal of the Canadian Society of Forensic Science. 

Mr. Bates is the senior firearms examiner in the New York State 
Police Laboratory at Albany. He, too, has appeared before the 
committee. He has been a lecturer at the State University of New 
York at Albany and Cobleskill, the New York Police Academy and 
the New York State Municipal Training Council. 

Mr. Bates has studied firearms identification and examination 
procedures at the U.S. Army Criminal Investigation Laboratory, 
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the Regional Center for Criminal Justice and the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation in Washington, D.C. He is a member of the Associ- 
ation of Firearm and Tool Mark Examiners, serving as its secre- 
tary since 1973. In 1973, he was the recipient of the AFTE Distin- 
guished Service Award. 

Mr. Bates is a historian for the New York State Police, and he 
has written numerous articles on the subject of firearms identifica- 
tion for the Journal of the Association of Firearm and Tool Mark 
Examiners. 

Mr. Newquist is a special agent and firearm, tool mark and 
latent fingerprint examiner of the Iowa Bureau of Criminal Inves- 
tigation. He too has appeared before the committee in the King 
case. He has studied firearms identification at the Cook Institute of 
Applied Science and the FBI Academy. 

Mr. Newquist is a member and a past president of the Associ- 
ation of Firearm and Tool Mark Examiners, and he currently is on 
its executive committee. He is a member of the International Asso- 
ciation of Identification. 

Mr. Wilhelm is chief of the Maryland State Police Ballistics 
Unit. He served as chief of the Baltimore City Police Ballistics 
Section for 7 years, he has been a private firearms consultant. 

The panel conducted its examination on August 24-28 and Sep- 
tember 23-27, 1977, in facilities provided by the Metropolitan 
Police Department of Washington, D.C. The department's firearms 
section supervisor, George Wilson, served as panel coordinator. 

The following evidence was examined by the panel: 

One, the alleged assassination rifle; 

Two, a .30-06 caliber Remington-Peters expended cartridge case, 
allegedly found in the rifle; 

Three, a Peters cartridge case box containing component parts of 
five unfired .30-06 caliber Remington-Peters cartridges and four 
unfired .30-06 caliber Remington Arms cartridges, recovered with 
other evidence at the entrance to Canipe’s Amusement Co., 424 
South Main Street, Memphis, by the Memphis police shortly after 
the King assassination; 

Four, the bullet removed from Dr. King’s body; 

Five, autopsy photographs; 

Six, clothing worn by Dr. King at the time of the assassination; 
and 

Seven, a windowsill board removed from the second floor bath- 
room of the rooming house at 422 South Main Street, Memphis. 

At the conclusion of the FBI investigation in 1968, the firearms 
evidence was sent to the criminal court of Shelby County, Tenn. 
The select committee took custody of the evidence on March 11, 
1977. On August 24, 1977, Charles Koster, deputy clerk of the 
criminal court of Shelby County, came to Washington to oversee 
the transfer of the evidence to the police laboratory. 

The following issues were posed to the firearms panel: 

One, was the death bullet fired by the alleged assassination rifle? 

Two, was the designated cartridge case fired in that rifle? 

Three, was the cartridge case loaded into the rifle through the 
magazine or directly into the chamber? 

Four, is the cartridge case the same type and brand as the 
cartridge cases of the unfired cartridges? 
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Five, is the bullet the same type and brand as the bullet portions 
of the unfired cartridge cases? 

Six, did the bullet and the cartridge case originate as one cart- 
ridge? 

Seven, were any of the unfired cartridges ever loaded into the 
chamber or magazine of the rifle or any other firearm? 

Eight, did the rifle indent the surface of the windowsill board 
from the bathroom? 

Nine, is the damage to Dr. King^s clothing consistent with the 
damage that would have been caused by the bullet fired by the 
rifle? 

Mr. Chairman, it would be appropriate at this time to call the 
firearms panel. 

Chairman Stokes. The committee calls the firearms panel at this 
time. 

Gentlemen, will you stand, raise your right hand, to be sworn? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before 
this committee will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God? 

[Panelists answer affirmatively.] 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you. You may be seated. 

TESTIMONY OF ANDREW M. NEWQUIST, IOWA BUREAU OF 

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION; GEORGE WILSON, METROPOLI- 
TAN POLICE DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, D.C.; JOHN S. 

BATES, JR., NEW YORK STATE POLICE LABORATORY; RUS- 
SELL M. WILHELM, CHIEF, MARYLAND STATE POLICE BAL- 
LISTIC UNIT; DONALD E. CHAMPAGNE, FLORIDA DEPART- 

MENT OF CRIMINAL LAW ENFORCEMENT; AND MONTY C. 

LUTZ, WISCONSIN REGIONAL CRIME LABORATORY 

Chairman Stokes. The Chair recognizes staff counsel, Mr. Wil- 
liam A. Webb. 

Mr. Webb. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to have the members of the panel identify them- 
selves, beginning with Mr. Newquist on my right. 

Mr, Newquist. My name is Andrew M. Newquist. 

Mr. Wilson. Mr. George R. Wilson. 

Mr. Bates. John S. Bates, Jr. 

Mr, Wilhelm. Russell M. Wilhelm. 

Mr. Champagne. Donald Champagne. 

Mr. Lutz. Monty C. Lutz. 

Mr, Webb. Thank you. 

Mr. Chairman, we will begin the questioning with Mr. Newquist. 

Mr. Newquist, will you explain to the committee what the sci- 
ence of firearms identification is? 

Mr. Newquist. Firearms identification, sometimes referred to as 
ballistics, is the examination and comparison of firearms, ammuni- 
tion and component parts of ammunition involved in crimes. 

Mr. Webb. Thank you. 

What is meant by general class and individual identifying char- 
acteristics? 

Mr. Newquist. Class characteristics are those predetermined 
prior to the manufacture of a firearm; the caliber, the number of 
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lands and grooves, the direction of the twist, whether it is to be a 
rifle, pistol, et cetera. 

Individual characteristics are put in the firearm at the time of 
manufacture. There are certain operations during the manufactur- 
ing of a firearm that create imperfections in the barrel, the extrac- 
tor, the ejector, the firing pin and the breech face. These markings 
or imperfections in any one firearm are entirely different from 
those in another. 

It is, therefore, possible to make a comparison of a questioned 
bullet and a test bullet, and determine if they have been fired from 
the same firearm, or compare a questioned cartridge case with a 
test cartridge case and determine if they have been fired in a 
specific firearm. 

Mr. Webb. Mr. Newquist, Could you move the microphone a little 
closer to you, please? 

Will you describe rifling and its significance in firearms identifi- 
cation? 

Mr. Newquist. Rifling is found in the barrel of the firearm. 
There are raised portions and lowered portions. The raised portions 
are known as lands, the lowered portions are known as grooves. 

At the time rifling is put into a barrel, it is also given rotation to 
the right or left, depending on the manufacturing specifications. 

When a bullet is fired down the barrel of a firearm, it takes on 
land and grove impressions and direction of twist. The imperfec- 
tions found in the land and groove areas of the bullet are imparted 
to the bullet in an impression area of the land and impression area 
of the ^oove, in the form of scratches or striations. It also takes on 
a rotation due to the turning of the rifling which adds stability to 
the bullet in flight when it leaves the barrel. 

It is these scratches or striations that are used to compare one 
bullet against another bullet, to determine if they have been fired 
from the same firearm. 

Mr. Webb. Will you describe the manner in which bullets are 
examined? 

Mr. Newquist. When a bullet is received, a worksheet is made 
out on it, noting the weight of the projectile, the type of projectile 
it is, whether it be lead, a jacketed bullet, or a copper-clad bullet. 
The caliber is noted. The number of lands and grooves are noted 
and the direction of twist. 

Mr. Webb. Will you also describe the manner in which cartridge 
cases are examined? 

Mr. Newquist. Here again, a worksheet is filled out noting the 
brand of ammunition on the headstamp, the caliber, if breech face 
markings are present, extractor markings are present, chamber 
markings, so they can be later compared with test material. 

Mr. Webb. Will you also describe the manner in which the 
firearm itself would be examined? 

Mr. Newquist. Here again, a worksheet would be filled out 
noting the type of firearm, the manufacturer, the serial number, 
the length of the barrel, the overall length of the firearm, the 
trigger pull weight, the number of lands and grooves contained 
within the barrel and the direction of twist. 

If they are consistent with the — if the rifling — the lands and 
grooves, the number of them, the direction of twist is consistent 
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with the questioned material of the bullet, that was submitted, 
then the firearm will be test fired and test firings will be compared 
against the submitted bullets for comparison purposes. 

Mr. Webb. What type of equipment would be used in making 
these comparisons? 

Mr. Newquist. The basic equipment is a comparison microscope. 
The comparison microscope has two stages, one on the 'left and one 
on the right. The stages are adjustable up and down to bring the 
bullet or the object being viewed into focus; they can be moved 
forward or backward, or from side to side, and in the case of 
observing bullets, they can be rotated 360 degrees, so the entire 
circumference can be observed. 

A test bullet is placed on one side and the questioned bullet on 
the other stage, brought into focus, and by a network of prisms and 
a lens barrel, the bullet on the right stage is brought into focus on 
the right side of the eyepiece, and the left stage into the left side of 
the eyepiece, so the similarity or dissimilarity of the two objects 
being viewed can be noted. 

Mr. Webb. The panel’s testimony today will refer to certain tests 
performed on various items of physical evidence to determine the 
presence or absence of gunpowder residue. 

Would you describe the manner in which those tests are per- 
formed? 

Mr. Newquist. If the muzzle of a firearm at the time of dis- 
charge is not too great a distance from a garment or object being 
shot at, it will leave a firearm discharge residue on it. The garment 
or the item will be examined first visually, then microscopically, in 
order to observe if any powder particles or partly burned powder 
particles are present. It will then be treated chemically; and if the 
nitrites, which is a byproduct of burnt gunpowder, is present, you 
will get a reaction in a pattern. 

If you find this, then the weapon identified as being used in the 
crime will be test fired at various distances between the muzzle 
and the test pattern material. The test pattern material will be 
treated chemically to obtain a pattern, and the pattern from the 
test will be compared with the pattern that is found on the gar- 
ment in question, and an approximate distance from muzzle to 
garment can be determined. 

Mr. Webb. Thank you, Mr. Newquist. 

Mr. Chairman, the next series of questions will be posed to Mr. 
George Wilson. 

Mr. Wilson, will you state your current employment, please? 

Mr. Wilson. The Metropolitan Police Department, Washington, 
D.C., as supervisor and chief firearms examiner of the firearms 
identification section. 

Mr. Webb. And it was at your facility that the panel conducted 
its tests? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes, sir, the arrangements, through the cooperation 
of former Chief Culinane, obtaining the facilities of the Metropoli- 
tan Police Department firearms identification section. 

Mr. Webb. Sir, would you describe the procedures which were 
adopted by the panel in connection with their examinations? 

Mr. Wilson. First off, we set up elaborate security measures 
within the laboratory so the Dr. King evidence could be housed. 
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Second, we drafted a standardized worksheet to be utilized for 
the examination such as a weapon worksheet, bullet worksheet, 
cartridge, cartridge case, clothing, and miscellaneous; there were 
six separate sheets. 

A total overview of the firearms evidence was examined by the 
panel and the examination without specific knowledge of the re- 
sults of prior examinations by the FBI in this case, to insure the 
objectivity of our analysis. 

Some of the evidence was tested jointly and some independently. 

Mr. Webb. Mr. Wilson, would you identify which items of evi- 
dence were tested jointly and which independently? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. The microscopic examination and comparisons 
of bullet Q-64, fired cartridge case, Q-3, the FBI test, the panel test 
from rifle Q-2, were conducted individually by each member and 
reported upon independently, and such findings noted in their 
individual reports. 

Upon completion of these individual reports, the panel discussion 
resulted in a joint final report, a joint report was made. 

Mr. Webb. Mr. Wilson, will you describe your role in connection 
with the work of the panel? 

Mr. Wilson. As the technical assistant with the panel, the FBI 
firearms reports were made available to me prior to the examina- 
tion conducted by this panel. 

After each examiner finished his individual reports, prior to 
discussing them with one another, a check of each report in gener- 
al with the examiners making sure that all procedures adopted 
were followed, and all questiones from the select committee an- 
swered. The individual reports were then signed, sealed, and placed 
into the safe in the laboratory. 

Mr. Webb. And after the individual reports were accepted by you 
and sealed and placed in the safe, did the panel convene jointly to 
consider the evidence they had examined? 

Mr. Wilson. That’s correct, with the deputy chief counsel. Bob 
Lehner. 

Mr. Webb. And upon completion of the panel’s meetings, did 
they prepare a report of their findings? 

Mr. Wilson. That’s correct. 

Mr. Webb. Sir, would you briefly describe the type of equipment 
which was available to the panel at the facility? 

Mr. Wilson. The Metropolitan Police firearms identification lab- 
oratory is equipped with the latest instrumentation in this disci- 
pline. The facility is only 9 years old. 

Through comparison microscopes, low-power binocular scopes, 
horizontal water recovery system, and chemical capabilities. 

It should be noted, that all the firearms evidence in the assassi- 
nation of Dr. King were conducted within this laboratory. 

Mr. Webb. Thank you, Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Webb. Mr. Chairman, at this time we will begin a discussion 
of the evidence and the conclusions the panel reached. 

I would like to begin with Mr. John Bates. 

The first exhibit this afternoon is the alleged assassination rifle. 
It was designated Q-2 by the FBI laboratory when they tested it. 
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At this time I would like to have the rifle, which was premarked 
as MLK exhibit F-145, entered as an exhibit and shown to Mr. 
Bates. 

Chairman Stokes. Be it ordered, at this point, that MLK F-145 
be accepted into the record. 

[MLK exhibit F-145 is in the possessibn of Shelby County Crimi- 
nal Court Clerk J. A. Blackwell.] 

And while it is occurring, Mr. Bates, have you checked the 
weapon previously today to determine that it is, in fact, unloaded? 

Mr. Bates. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Webb. And will you identify that exhibit for the committee, 
please? 

Mr. Bates. This exhibit is a .30-caliber, pump action, repeating 
rifle. It was manufactured by the Remin^on Arms Co. It is their 
model 760; it bears serial number 461476. It is chambered for the 
.30-06 Sprin^eld caliber cartridge. 

The rifle is equipped with a Redfield brand, two-to-seven power 
telescopic sight bearing serial number A17350. The sight is at- 
tached to the top of the receiver of the rifle with Weaver-brand 
scope mounts. 

This rifle has rifling of six lands, six grooves, right twist. The 
overall length of the rifle is 42 inches. The barrel length is 22 
inches. The rifle and scope weigh 8V4 pounds. 

The rifle has a detachable box magazine with a capacity of four 
cartridges. 

Mr. Webb. Mr. Bates, is that the rifle which was tested by the 
panel? 

Mr. Bates. Yes; this is the rifle that was examined and test fired 
by the panel. 

Mr. Webb. And how are you able to identify it as such? 

Mr. Bates. I can identify this rifle by the serial number and by 
the initials of each panel member which was placed underneath 
the buttplate on the stock of the weapon at the time of our exami- 
nation. 

Mr. Webb. Mr. Chairman, a series of photographic exhibits have 
been prepared to facilitate the panel’s discussion. I would like to 
have the first such photograph, which has been premarked as MLK 
exhibit No. F-146, entered into the record as an exhibit. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record. 

[The information follows:] 
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Mr. Webb. Mr. Bates, will you step around to the front of the 
table and demonstrate the operation of the rifle, identifying its 
working parts and its functions? 

Mr. Bates. This rifle is operated by a forwai'd-and-back move- 
ment of this wooden portion underneath the barrel called the fore- 
end. When the action release bar is depressed and the fore-end is 
pulled to the rear, the bolt, located through the port of the weapon, 
is unlocked from the rear of the barrel and released and moves 
toward the rear. 

At the same time, the firing mechanism located within the re- 
ceiver is cocked [indicating]. The box magazine is detachable from 
the rifle; it has a capacity of four cartridges. 

To load the rifle, the cartridges are placed in the magazine; the 
magazine is inserted into the bottom of the receiver. By moving the 
fore-end forward, the bolt contacts the uppermost cartridge in the 
magazine, removing it from the magazine, pushing it forward and 
upward into the chamber of the rifle. 

The final portion of the fore-end movement locks the bolt into 
the receiver and the weapon is now ready to be fired. 

This particular weapon, with the safety off, a pressure of ap- 
proximately 4% pounds on the trigger will fire the weapon. 

To remove the fired cartridge case from the weapon, it is merely 
necessary to pull the fore-end toward the rear, extracting the car- 
tridge case from the chamber. The final portion of the fore-end 
movement causes the cartridge case to be ejected from the rifle. 

The method of firing I have described, uses the magazine to hold 
cartridges. This weapon may also be fired as a single-shot firearm 
by loading an individual cartridge into the chamber through the 
port of the weapon, or through the magazine well. 

In the loading and firing procedure there are several parts of 
this weapon that come in contact with the cartridge and impart on 
the cartridge identifying markings which are of value to us for 
comparison purposes. 

The first portion of the cartridge that the weapon contacts is the 
bullet, which passes through the barrel of the weapon as it is fired. 
The bullet engages the rifling in the barrel. 

The cartridge case comes in contact with the magazine, the 
breech face of the bolt, the extractor and ejector; it also expands to 
contact the chamber when it is fired in the weapon. 

Also, on the bolt are locking lugs which secure it to the rear of 
the barrel. If there are cartridges in the magazine and the bolt is 
drawn either backward or forward across the upper cartridge in 
the magazine, the bolt locking lug will contact that particular 
cartridge. 

Mr. Webb. I would ask you to step to the easel, where we have 
two of the component parts of the rifle you have described, and 
explain their significance in firearms identificaticm. 

Mr. Bates. The lower portion of this exhibit dejpicts a photograph 
of the actual breech face or forward part of the l»olt of this rifle. It 
has been magnified several times. In the center is a round hole 
through which the firing pin will protrude when the rifle is fired. 

It shows the surface irregularities of the bolt of this weapon. 
There are a large number of concentric circles; showing various 
surface defects within the surface. 
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When a cartridge is fired in the rifle, the surface defects that are 
found on this bolt face will be imparted on the soft brass of the 
cartridge. 

Up above is an enlargement of the bolt locking lug area. As I 
stated before, if a cartridge is in the magazine and the bolt is 
drawn across the cartridge, the surface of the bolt locking lug will 
contact the cartridge, imparting markings on the side of the car- 
tridge case. 

Mr. Webb. Thank you, Mr. Bates. Will you leave the microphone 
at the easel and resume your seat? 

Will you describe the condition of the rifle when it was received 
by the panel? 

Mr. Bates. At the time of the receipt of this rifle and our 
examination of the rifle, we found it to be in good operating condi- 
tion. 

Our examination of the bore of the barrel to determine the 
rifling indicated that there was residue present inside the barrel. It 
was the decision of the members of this panel that this residue 
should be removed prior to test firing of the rifle. 

Thus we pushed a soft cotton patch through the barrel, removing 
the residue. 

Mr. Webb. And just for the record, Mr. Bates, would you describe 
the nature of residue that's commonly found on the bore of a rifle? 

Mr. Bates. This residue consisted of dirt, soot, smoke, and fire- 
arms discharge particles. 

Mr. Webb. And the passage of the soft cloth through the bore of 
the rifle in no way alters its characteristics; is that correct? 

Mr. Bates. No; it does not. 

Mr. Webb. Thank you. 

When the panel examined the scope, can you tell us what the 
setting was on it? 

Mr. Bates. At the time of our examination, the scope was set at 
three-power magnification. 

Mr. Webb. And do you know what the setting was when the rifle 
was tested by the FBI? 

Mr. Bates. The FBI report indicates that it was set at 6y2-power 
magnification. 

Mr. Webb. Did the panel attempt to check the accuracy of the 
rifle with the scope? 

Mr. Bates. No; we did not. 

Mr. Webb. And will you explain to us why you did not? 

Mr. Bates. We did not do this because of. No. 1 , the lapse of time 
between the assassination and our examination of the rifle. Second, 
there were differences in the scope setting which I have noted; and, 
furthermore, there were accuracy tests conducted by the FBI at the 
time of their examination of this weapon. 

Mr. Webb. Mr. Bates, the panel noted the presence of a red 
substance on the forward portion of the magazine well, in front of 
the magazine. Were you able to identify that substance? 

Mr. Bates. Yes; we were. At the time of our examination it was 
not readily identifiable by the members of this panel. However, 
contact with the Remington Arms Co. indicated that they use a 
red-colored cement known as Loctite to hold the barrel bracket bolt 
to the barrel bracket. 
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Subsequently, since our examination of this weapon, I, along 
with other panel members, have observed this same type of red 
material in other Remington rifles that we have examined in our 
individual laboratories. 

Mr. Webb. Thank you, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Chairman, the next two areas of questions will be covered by 
Congressman Fauntroy. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. Mr. Fauntroy. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Chairman, I would like 1:o have the bullet 
designated by the FBI as Q-64 and premarked as MLK exhibit 
F-147 entered and shown to Mr. Wilhelm. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record. 

[MLK exhibit F-147 is in the possession of Shelby County Crimi- 
nal Court Clerk J. A. Blackwell.] 

Mr. Fauntroy. At the same time, I would like to have the next 
photograph, which has been premarked as MI^K F-148, entered 
into the record. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record. 

[The information follows:] 
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Mr. Fauntroy. Now, Mr. Wilhelm, will you identify and describe 
these exhibits, beginning with the bullet? 

Mr. Wilhelm. Yes, sir. 

As a result of our examination, it was determined that this was a 
.30-caliber, jacketed, soft-nosed bullet, made by the Remington- 
Peters Arms Company. There are three parts to it. We have the 
lead, which is the core, that had been in the jacket. There is a 
fragment of jacket that is separated now from the original jacket 
part; they are marked Q-64 and Q-52. These are the markings on 
these pieces of evidence when received by us. 

Mr. Fauntroy. So that the condition of the bullet is now in three 
parts? 

Mr. Wilhelm. That’s correct, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Now, directing your attention to the lower photo- 
graph of Q-64, the bullet as depicted in F-148, will you indicate the 
areas where markings would have significance for firearms identi- 
fication? 

Mr. Wilhelm. Should I go to the 

Mr. Fauntroy. Yes, would you kindly go to the exhibit. 

For the benefit of the Members, we have that duplicated in our 
booklet, so you can see at close range the markings which I have 
asked Mr. Wilhelm to identify. 

Mr. Wilhelm. This is the base of the bullet. These are the 
markings that are made by the lands, as formerly described, as to 
what causes the bullet in effect to become a small gyroscope as it 
travels through the air. 

This creates the accuracy of the weapon. 

Now this is the nose that had originally been lead. The base is 
solid. It is necessary in a soft-nosed or hollow-point bullet to have a 
solid base. This prevents the expansive force of the gases and the 
heat that’s created at the time of discharge from melting the lead 
and pushing it out. 

So this bullet has been furled back, parts of the jacket are now 
furled back over the area that we need for identification or exami- 
nation, rather. So that here we have six land and six groove 
impressions, with the direction of twist right. 

Shall I continue on with the top 

Mr. Fauntroy. Well, yes. 

At this point, Mr. Wilhelm and Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
have the next two photographs, which have been premarked MLK 
F-149 and MLK F-150 entered into the record. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered into 
the record. 

[The information follows;] 
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Mr. Fauntroy. Now, Mr. Wilhelm, will you go to the photograph 
above, just to describe what is there? 

Mr. Wilhelm. This is the evidence as received by us and exam- 
ined. 

At this time the jacket has been furled back to reveal all of the 
bare surface that is possible to be revealed. On the left is the lead 
that was originally the core of this bullet. This is part of the jacket 
that has been removed. And I would mention that in our examina- 
tions we all find it frequently necessary to remove part of the 
furled-back jacket, which has been done here, which now is of no 
value for examination or of very little value, so that we can see all 
of the bearing surface which is possible. In my opinion, this had 
been done probably by the Bureau in their previous examination. 
They had removed this jacket, this flange of the jacket, so that 
they could see all of this area. 

Mr. Fauntroy. I see. 

Now we have placed exhibits F-149 and F-150 before you. I 
wonder if you could describe to the committee what is depicted in 
these exhibits? 

Mr. Wilhelm. Is this the one we are referring to, sir? 

Mr. Fauntroy. Yes; this is 149. 

Mr. Wilhelm. OK. Here we have a photograph taken under the 
microscope. There is a division line in the center, as was described 
by Andy in the beginning of this 

Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Wilhelm, just a moment, you are using now 
150. Would you go over to 149, which I think — check that 

Mr. Wilhelm. This one? 

Mr. Fauntroy. Yes; that is 149. 

Mr. Wilhelm. Here we have three photographs of the evidence 
bullet, Q-64. These are showing areas of land impression. We have 
three different areas that we found land impressions on. 

Now here at the top we have Q-64, which is the evidence bullet, 
as opposed to a test bullet that we fired. Test No. 2, that was fired 
into water and recovered in the District of Columbia laboratory. 

The division line through the center separates the left and right 
objects. So that we mount each bullet on a substance, beeswax used 
mostly, to retain the bullet on the spindle that we can remove, 
raise and lower, in an attempt to sharply focus it; and then with 
the test bullet on the other side, we first look for class characteris- 
tics. And this is what we find here. 

The width of the land and the width of the groove are coinciden- 
tal, which would indicate that the evidence bullet came from a rifle 
with six land and six groove impressions, with a direction of twist 
right. 

So at this point the possibility exists that this bullet could have 
been fired from the rifle in evidence. 

Our next procedure then is to begin to look for the fine, acciden- 
tal striation that would be the signature of the particular weapon 
in which it was fired. So, this is the area in which we would look 
for those markings. 

Mr. Fauntroy. All right. What, therefore, did the panel conclude 
about Q-64? 

Mr. Wilhelm. As was mentioned, each of us did our own individ- 
ual examination prior to collaborating or conversing with each 
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other; and we all agreed unanimously, that we were unable to find 
sufficient accidental stria between the evidence and test bullet 
upon which conclusion could be reached that this bullet came from 
Q-2 to the exclusion of all other weapons. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Will you describe what happens when a cartridge 
is fired in a rifle, paying particular attention to the factors which 
have significance for firearms identification in reaching that con- 
clusion? 

Mr. Wilhelm. At the time of discharge, the firing pin indents the 
primer and the cartridge case. This creates a hot spark that in 
turn starts the powder burning. 

Now, even though we believe that a gun is an instantaneous 
explosion, it is a progressive burning; and there is a gas formed 
throughout the bullet’s entire travel from the beginning to the end 
of the barrel. 

The base of the bullet swells, and I might liken it unto the piston 
ring of an automobile or an internal combustion engine. The ring 
creates a seal that allows gas not to escape but to exert its entire 
energy on the top of the piston. 

The same thing happens in a firearm: The base is intended to 
expand and form a seal as it travels down the barrel of the 
weapon. So that generally, somewhere in this area, there will be 
fine striation created that we use for an identification. In this 
particular case, we found insufficient accidental stria to call an 
identification on Q-64 against the bullet. 

There is a definition, if I might, sir, as to a firearm being an 
instrument or device capable of propelling a projectile by the ex- 
pansive force of the gases generated by the combustion of an explo- 
sive substance. 

So this relates to the fact that although it sounds instantaneous 
to it, there is a constant push throughout the entire bullet’s travel, 
and this is what swells the base of the bullet. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Now this is a key question for me and I think, 
many of the American people. In MLK exhibit F-149, the upper 
right-hand picture, the bullet on the left-hand side is Q-64, which 
is what remains of the bullet taken from Dr. King’s body? 

Mr. Wilhelm. That’s correct, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. The bullet pictured on the right is a test bullet 
fired from this rifle? 

Mr. Wilhelm. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fauntroy. My question is, why — if both were fired from the 
same rifle, with the same grooves — were you not able to conclude 
that they both came from the same rifle? 

Mr. Wilhelm. There are several factors that can contribute to 
this: One is a natural wiping of the bore area as a result of much 
firing. 

There is often a variation in the hardness of jacketed bullets. 
Lead bullets are generally much easier to match because they swell 
and take on the fine stria that is necessary, or what we call the 
signature of the particular rifle. These are the two main things 
that can cause an inconclusion, and this is what we ran into. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Do I take it that this is the experience of every 
member of the panel? Have you had that kind of experience in the 
past in your work? 



95 


Mr, Wilhelm. We all have, sir, although it is not a common 
occurrence; it is not an infrequent thing that does happen to us. 

Mr. Fauntroy. It happens once in a while? 

Mr. Wilhelm. Once in a while, yes, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. I see. 

Were you to fire two bullets, test bullets, and compare them as 
you compared that test bullet with the — what you chll the evidence 
bullet 

Mr. Wilhelm. The evidence bullet. 

Mr. Fauntroy [continuing]. Q-64, would you likely get the same 
indices? 

Mr. Wilhelm. We fired several test bullets from the weapon, and 
we found variations in the stria even between our own test bullets. 
So that on several of the test bullets we couldn’t even match with 
each other. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Let me see if I understand your testimony, then. 
Even when a member of the panel test-fired two bullets, they were 
not able in either case to match those bullets with each other? 

Mr. Wilhelm. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fauntroy. We do not have a picture of that, do we? 

Mr. Wilhelm. No. We do have here a photograph of the evidence 
bullet and one of the FBI test bullets that we also examined under 
the comparison microscope, with the Q-64 evidence on the left. 
That also was an inconclusion. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And that is 

Mr. Wilhelm. That also was inconclusive. 

Mr. Fauntroy. That likewise is inconclusive, you say? 

Mr. Wilhelm. That’s right, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. All right. Thank you, Mr. Wilhelm. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to have the Q-3 car- 
tridge case, which has been premarked as MLK F-151, entered as 
an exhibit. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record. 

[MLK exhibit F-151 is in the possession of Shelby County Crimi- 
nal Court Clerk J. A. Blackwell.] 

Mr. Fauntroy. In addition, I would like the next five photo- 
graphs, which have been premarked as MLK F-152 through MLK 
F-156, entered as exhibits. For the record, they are a photograph of 
the Q-3 cartridge case, two photographs showing chamber marks 
on the Q-3 case, a photograph of the head stamps on the Q-3 case, 
and a photograph showing the head stamps on four cartridges 
which were designated by the FBI as Q-9 through Q-12; and I 
would like to ask Mr. Champagne to respond to a number of 
questions with respect to this exhibit. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, all of the exhibits referred 
to may be entered into the record at this point, and you may 
proceed with Mr. Champagne. 

[The information follows:] 
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Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Champagne, will you identify for us MLK 
F-151? 

Mr. Champagne. This is a 30.06 Springfield caliber Remington- 
Peters expended cartridge case that I have in my hand. It is 
exemplified by the enlargement on the far left of the photographs. 

Mr. Fauntroy. I see. What is the source of that evidence, as you 
understand it? From whence did it come? 

Mr. Champagne. We received it along with the other exhibits in 
this case. 

Mr. Fauntroy. What were you told about it? 

Mr. Champagne. We received it in order to conduct an examina- 
tion and tests to determine whether or not this cartridge case was 
fired in the exhibit Q-2 rifle. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Very good. Was it examined by the panel? 

Mr. Champagne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And what conclusions did you reach? 

Mr. Champagne. As a result of the microscopical comparison 
with both FBI tests and panel tests, we were able to determine that 
exhibit Q-3 was fired in the rifle exhibit Q-2. 

Mr. Fauntroy. I see. And I wonder if you would care to explain 
to us how you reached that conclusion? 

Mr. Champagne. The conclusion was based on a correspondence 
of distinctive, well defined, individual identifying characteristics 
found in the firing pin impression, breech face marks, extractor 
marks, chamber marks, and bolt-locking lug marks. 

Mr. Fauntroy. So that it is consistent with your findings that 
this cartridge which was found in the rifle was, in fact, fired in the 
rifle? 

Mr. Champagne. Yes, sir. If I may demonstrate from the photo- 
graphs. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Yes, I would like to have you do that. 

Mr. Champagne. The first two photographs are enlargements of 
photomicrographs that were taken through the comparison micro- 
scope. They represent exhibit Q-3 on the left-hand side and a test 
on the right-hand side. 

What we are looking at here are concentric rings impressed into 
the soft priming material of the cartridge case at the time of firing. 
There is a division line in the center of the photograph, and you 
can see that these concentric rings go from the exhibit through the 
dividing line onto the test, indicating that exhibit Q-3 was fired in 
the weapon that was used in firing the on test the right-hand side. 

Along with the area we examined on the primer, we also exam- 
ined areas on the sides of the case that were marked by the 
chamber of the weapon at the time of firing. In looking at these 
two photomicrographs, if you would envision the cartridge as being 
in this position with the base down, it would be down in this area 
(indicating). You can see the exhibit on the left and the test on the 
right with the concentric rings going around from the exhibit 
through to the test. These photomicrographs represent the same 
exhibit with the same test, but in two different locations on the 
case. 

These are imparted to the cartridge case only at the time of 
firing. When you fire a cartridge there is tremendous pressure set 
up in all directions; the cartridge case is pushed to the rear, result- 
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ing in the marks that we find on the base of the case. Pressure is 
exerted on the sides of the case so it expands and fills the chamber 
of the weapon imprinting the machining marks that are in the 
chamber of the weapon on the sides of the case and can only 
happen during the time of firing. 

Mr. Fauntroy. All right, let me summarize from a layman’s 
point of view again what you have said and see if it is not correct. 

You can determine that Q-3 was, in fact, in the chamber of that 
rifle by virtue of the fact, one, that other bullets fired from that 
rifle leave the same impression on the rear or the bottom of that 
bullet casing as are found on the casing here? 

Mr. Champagne. Yes, sir. Every test we fired had essentially the 
same type of marks impressed into the primer metal of the case. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And the various bolts would not have the same 
characteristics. I mean 

Mr. Champagne. That is right; those are all individual and pecu- 
liar to a particular weapon and no other. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Then on the side of the evidence cartridge you 
are telling us that when the bullet is fired from the cartridge gas 
presses the side of the casing against the wall of the barrel; is that 
right? 

Mr. Champagne. That is correct. It is designed to do that. The 
brass of the case expands, fills the chamber of the weapon so the 
gas will not escape through the rear into the firer’s face. 

In other words, it is what we call obturation of the chamber, and 
after the weapon is fired, then the metal of the case will slightly 
contract so that you can extract the case without too much effort. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And again, no two rifles in the world would 
likely have the same impressions on a cartridge fired within them? 

Mr. Champagne. That is correct; the machining processes are 
such that they do not carry over from one weapon to another. Each 
weapon is individual. 

These are only two areas that I am demonstrating here on which 
we based our conclusion. There were marks in the firing pin im- 
pression as well, and the extractor also left individual identifying 
features in the area that it marked. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Now, as you know, there were a number of 
cartridges, bullets found in Memphis, and I want to know whether 
the panel compared Q-3, the evidence cartridge, with other car- 
tridges, or cartridge components found in Memphis and designated 
by the FBI as Q-4 through Q-12? 

Mr. Champagne. Yes, sir, we did. 

Mr. Fauntroy. I wonder if you would care to tell us what your 
finds were? 

Mr. Champagne. As a result of our comparison, we found exhibit 
Q-3 was the same as the unfired cartridges marked as exhibits Q-4 
through Q-8, and was dissimilar to the cartridges marked as exhib- 
its Q-9 through Q-12. exhibits Q-9 through Q-12 have a different 
headstamp. They are military-type cartridges with a full metal- 
jacketed bullet and are not the same as exhibit Q-3, which is a 
Remington-Peters commercial-type cartridge with a soft-nose type 
bullet. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Is it true that both types of bullets could be fired 
from the rifle in question? 
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Mr. Champagne. Yes, they are the same caliber, and both are 
suitable for use in exhibit Q-2. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Would you care to tell us what, if any, difference 
is there in the two types of bullets which were found in Memphis? 

Mr. Champagne. The bullet that would be loaded to exhibit Q-3 
is a metal-jacketed soft-point type bullet that has an exposed lead 
nose. The bullets that are loaded to exhibits Q-9 through Q-12 are 
full metal-jacketed bullets that do not have exposed lead in the 
nose. 

Mr. Fauntroy. What is the effective difference between those 
bullets when fired? 

Mr. Champagne. The soft-nose commercial-type bullet, of course, 
is designed to expand on impact with the target and to cause more 
severe damage. The military-type bullets are made that way be- 
cause of the Geneva Convention where countries are not allowed to 
use the soft-nose type bullets during time of war. The full metal- 
jacketed type of bullet will not normally cause as extensive damage 
as the soft-nose type bullet. 

Mr. Fauntroy. So the Q-3 shell, or casing, or cartridge, fired 
from that would have fired the most damaging kind of bullet of the 
two that would fit that chamber? 

Mr. Champagne. Yes; it is. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Champagne, and I yield back, 
Mr. Chairman, to counsel, Mr. Webb, to continue questioning. 

The Chairman. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Chair recognizes staff counsel. Bill Webb. 

Mr. Webb. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The final area which the panel conducted examinations and tests 
were the clothing and windowsill, and this area is going to be 
presented by Monty Lutz. 

Mr. Lutz, did the panel test various items of clothing which were 
worn by Dr. King at the time of his death? 

Mr. Lutz. Yes; we did. 

Mr. Webb. And at this time, as soon as the young ladies finish 
removing the other evidence, I would like you to step to the easel 
and, using Martin Luther King exhibits F-4, 5, and 7, describe the 
tests which the panel employed and the conclusions they reached. 

Mr. Chairman, for the record these exhibits were previously 
introduced during the testimony of the autopsy panel in August. 

[Mr. Lutz moved to the easel.] 

Mr. Lutz, beginning with the exhibit on your far left, would you 
describe what is depicted in that exhibit, what tests were per- 
formed by the panel? 

Mr. Lutz. This is a photo^aph of the shirt that was worn by Dr. 
King. It is in a closed position as it would normally be worn with 
the collar being closed. The significant points of interest, the right 
collar area being extensively damaged and torn, the darkened area 
surrounding this area on the right side representing what appeared 
to be bloodstaining on that right shoulder and right collar area. 

Mr. Webb. With respect to the shirt, would you tell us how the 
panel went about examining it, what you looked for? 

Mr. Lutz. The examinations conducted by the panel first includ- 
ed an overall observation examining the destruction to the collar 
area, measuring this, finding the damage to be approximately 2 to 
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3 inches in diameter across. The physical examination also looking 
for the powder residue, any particulate matter or foreign sub- 
stances that might be adhering to the garment itself, trying to 
determine if something is there that would tell us the distances 
involved. 

When a firearm is fired, the muzzle blast expels the powder, 
throws it forward, and if an object or garment is in close proximity 
powder will be deposited on that garment and can be detected 
physically. Our first examination, and then going further in look- 
ing microscopically and attempting to locate any objects that may 
be in that area. 

Both types of examinations were conducted by the panel. We 
looked at the garment first, physically. Then placing it under the 
microscope and examining the torn area for any foreign substance 
that may be there that would give us this information. Both of 
these tests failed to reveal any particulate matter that could be 
observed. There was no powder residue nor any other substance 
that we could attribute to a close contact or a short distance 
muzzle blast on this garment. 

An additional set of chemical testing was performed on this 
shirt, first doing a Griess test, which is a test that is designed to 
detect powder residue. The nitrates that are in gunpowder when 
they are burned become nitrites and can be detected with a chemi- 
cal testing that will show up with an orange-reddish appearance 
that will show up once that garment is treated with the Griess test. 

This test on the garment failed to reveal any reaction involving 
that test, again indicating that a close proximity was not involved 
in the injury sustained to that collar. 

Our final testing on the garment involved a sodium rhodizonate 
test designed to detect lead or lead powder. Lead can be deposited 
on a garment in one of two ways. Lead is present in the priming 
compound. As a result of being inside of the primer when the 
primer is detonated, it is expelled out the front, and if the garment 
is in close proximity, a very light gaseous cloud will deposit that 
lead material on the garment. Our test did reveal a particulate 
spattering of lead, not consistent with the powder residue, a result 
of the lead smoke powder from the primer, but more consistent 
with the srnall particles of lead that would be deposited there as a 
result of pieces of lead striking the garment from a fragmenting 
bullet, the portions of lead that are present in the core material as 
it would pass through an object and deposit itself on the garment. 

Mr. Webb. Mr. Lutz, were the suit jacket and tie subjected to the 
same series of tests? 

Mr. Lutz. Yes, sir, they were. 

Mr. Webb. Would you state your conclusions with respect to each 
of those items, please? 

Mr. Lutz. The suit jacket was observed physically, microscopical- 
ly and chemically treated in the same manner. The damage noted 
was in the same general right collar and lapel area of the garment, 
and it being consistent in size and in location with that same 
damage noted in the shirt. 

Our testing again revealed no indication of a close proximity of 
firearm discharge. We did find the particles of lead particulate that 
was again consistent with the fragmentation from the core materi- 
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al of the bullet that had been fired and possibly passed through the 
body of Dr. King. 

Mr. Webb. Is that also true with respect to the tie, sir? 

Mr. Lutz. The tie; the examination showed that it had been 
severed along the right side as normally worn and the chemical 
testing revealed only a small reaction involving a light fabric on 
the cut edge of the garment like would be encountered where a 
projectile or a portion of a projectile having lead would sever that 
portion of tie and leave a lead deposit. 

Mr. Webb. Did the panel attempt to determine whether the 
damage to the clothing was consistent with the type of damage 
which would be expected from the Q-64 bullet? 

Mr. Lutz. Yes, sir, we did. 

Mr. Webb. And what conclusions did you arrive at? 

Mr. Lutz. Our conclusions were based upon viewing the autopsy 
photograph in conjunction with the damages noted and the corre- 
sponding areas of damage, both in the photographs of the autopsy 
and on the garments. Our conclusions were that the damage was 
consistent with a 30.06-type bullet that could have passed through 
the body, and the extensive tearing and damaging to the cloth was 
consistent with the fragmenting-type bullet and secondary missiles 
created by that fragmenting bullet. 

Mr. Webb. Mr. Chairman, at this time, I would like the window- 
sill which was removed from the bathroom of the roominghouse at 
422 V 2 South Main Street in Memphis and premarked as Martin 
Luther King exhibit F-158 and a photograph of the windowsill, 
which has been premarked as Martin Luther King exhibit F-157, 
entered as exhibits. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered into 
the record at this point. 

[MLK exhibit F-158 is in the possession of Shelby County Crimi- 
nal Court Clerk J. A. Blackwell.] 
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Mr. Webb. Mr. Lutz, what I would ask you to do is to look at the 
windowsill, and any testimony you give, if you would illustrate it 
by referring to the photograph of that windowsill. 

Was this item of evidence examined by the panel? 

Mr. Lutz. Yes, sir, it was. 

Mr. Webb. Can you tell us the purpose for which such examina- 
tions were performed? 

Mr. Lutz. The purpose of our examination was to determine 
whether there was any identifying material or information on that 
windowsill, the piece of wood, that would tell us whether the rifle 
had been in contact with the windowsill, whether the muzzle had 
touched it, indented it, or whether there was any indication of the 
muzzle of the firearm being in close proximity to that windowsill at 
the time of firing. 

Mr. Webb. Was your attention directed to a particular part of 
the windowsill, sir? 

Mr. Lutz. Yes, sir, they were. 

Mr. Webb. Would you indicate which part of the windowsill? 
Once again using the photograph. 

Mr. Lutz. The photograph depicts a lightened area in a rectangu- 
lar outline and has a small wedge-shaped arrow placed into the 
area, the only area that we could detect as a possible area of 
consideration, a very slight indentation, approximately five-six- 
teenths of an inch in length and quite narrow. 

Mr. Webb. What did the panel find with respect to that area? 

Mr. Lutz. We examined this area and attempted to microscopi- 
cally determine whether there was any identifying markings that 
may be there. A tool-mark identification, for striations, or 
scratches that may have been placed there by any instrument that 
may have been placed into contact with that indentation. 

Due to the irregular surface of the wood, being quite heavily 
weathered and absence of a smooth painted surface, we were 
unable to detect any identifying striations or scratches that would 
give us an indication of the particular tool that may have made 
that indentation. 

Mr. Webb. Was the windowsill tested chemically to determine 
whether or not the rifle may have been in contact with it at some 
point in time? 

Mr. Lutz. Yes, sir, it was. 

Mr. Webb. What were the findings in that area? 

Mr. Lutz. Our findings revealed no presence of gunpowder resi- 
due as a result of our Griess testing. This is not an unusual 
situation, because of the surface of the material involved. If the 
muzzle would have been held several inches from it and the depos- 
its of material just drifting down onto it, that residue could have 
easily been removed one way or another, just by picking it up. We 
found no indications of what we could attribute as gunshot residue. 
We attempted to treat the wood with the sodium rhodizonate test, 
treating first a surrounding area outside of the damaged area, 
looking for lead particulate or reaction to it. Our test involving the 
sodium rhodizonate, looking for the lead, revealed a reaction that 
we accounted for as being possibly the result of paint having a lead 
base in that area, therefore negating any further testing we could 
conduct on it. 
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Mr. Webb. Thank you, Mr. Lutz. I ask you to return to your seat. 

Mr. Chairman, I have one further question I would like to pose 
to the panel generally, and that would be, did the panel attempt to 
determine if the Q-64 evidence bullet and the Q-3 cartridge case 
ever comprise one cartridge, that is, if there was any way the panel 
could determine whether or not it was able to determine if the 
evidence bullet and the cartridge case were ever one unit? 

Mr. Newquist. It found the component parts, the cartridge case, 
and the bullet are consistent with Remington ammunition. Howev- 
er, there is no scientific method to determine if a bullet had come 
from a given cartridge case. 

Mr. Webb. Thank you. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time, I have no further questions. 

Chairman Stokes. The committee will now operate under the 5- 
minute rule. 

The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Dodd. 

Mr. Dodd. Mr. Chairman, I would pass. 

Chairman Stokes. The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKin- 
ney. 

Mr. McKinney. I pass. 

Chairman Stokes. The gentleman from the District of Columbia, 
Mr. Fauntroy. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I, first of all, want to certainly commend the panel for the 
thoroughness with which they have handled the responsibility we 
have asked them to assume. I have simply one additional question 
of Mr. Bates, and it is really a point of information, Mr. Bates. You 
indicated that you did not check the accuracy of the scope on the 
rifle because of the lapse of time. 

Mr. Bates. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Fauntroy. How does the lapse of time affect the reliability 
of an examination of a scope? 

Mr. Bates. In this particular case, since the weapon has been 
secured; this panel does not know exactly what has happened to 
the weapon in that period of time, or whether it was dropped when 
it was abandoned at the time of the assassination; so, therefore, the 
intervening years we did not feel that it would be of any signifi- 
cance to attempt to check the accuracy of the scope during our 
examination. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Are there any further questions from any members? 

Mr. Dodd. Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Stokes. The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Dodd. 

Mr. Dodd. Proceeding on that same line of questioning, I wonder 
if I might go a step further, if I can. 

You also pointed out that there was some differences in the 
magnification setting on the scope. What I am getting at here is, 
Mr. Bates, you testified that the FBI tested the rifle and the FBI 
did do the testing at 6.5 magnification, and the panel received the 
rifle with, I guess, a 3 on it. Is this the difference that you are 
referring to? 

Mr. Bates. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Dodd. What was the setting on the rifle when it was found? 
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Mr. Bates. I do not know. 

Mr. Dodd. There was no report made of that at all? 

Mr. Bates. I am not aware of any. 

Mr. Dodd. Do you know whether or not the FBI had any idea 
what the setting was? 

Mr. Bates. I don't. The only information I have is the setting 
that the FBI noted in their examination of the weapon shortly 
after the assassination. 

Mr. Dodd. Did anyone check with the FBI to find out whether or 
not that was the setting at the time the gun was allegedly fired at 
the assassination? 

Mr. Bates. I do not know that. 

Mr. Dodd. Can anyone testify to that on the panel? Do any of 
you have any knowledge of that at all? 

Mr. Newquist. No; we do not. 

Mr. Dodd. Counsel, do you want to clear that up for me? 

Mr. Webb. The magnification on the site is changed by rotating 
the site. The information that we have provided by the FBI is 
pending in the final report of the panel. At this time, I can't 
provide you with an answer to that question. However, it would 
have been normal procedure for a firearms examiner to examine 
the weapon as he received it, and if the setting was changed, it 
would have been noted in the FBI reports that we do have. 

Mr. Dodd. And it is your impression they would have noted the 
setting on the site at the time that they examined the weapon 
when it was picked up in Memphis? 

Mr. Webb. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. I would like to, if I could — I have been listening to 
your testimony — try to summarize your conclusions, and I would 
ask you to disagree with me, if you would, but referring to the 
bullet that was retrieved from Dr. King's body, although the bullet 
is the kind of bullet, specifically the caliber and manufacturing, 
which could have been fired from the rifle found in the bundle, it is 
the conclusion of this panel that you cannot say definitively that 
the bullet came from that rifle? 

Mr. Wilhelm. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. Nor can you tell us whether the rifle was the instru- 
ment which caused the indentation in the window? Is that correct? 

Mr. Wilhelm. Beg your pardon? 

Mr. Dodd. You cannot tell us definitively whether that rifle 
caused the indentation in the window of the bathroom? 

Mr. Wilhelm. No, sir; we cannot. 

Mr. Dodd. You cannot say that definitively as well? 

Mr. Wilhelm. That is correct. 

Mr. Dodd. May I suspend for a minute, Mr. Chairman? 

And further, as to the bullet that was retrieved from Dr. King's 
body you cannot say definitively whether or not that was ever 
connected with the cartridge that you showed us? 

Mr. Wilhelm. No, we know of no way that it could be connected 
with the cartridge case. 

Mr. Dodd. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. Do 
any further members of the committee have any questions of the 
panel? 
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Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Stokes. Mr. Fauntroy. 

Mr. Fauntroy. I have a similar question to the one I raised 
previously, and that is how often in your experience as firearms 
analysts have you not been able to trace the bullet to the gun? 

Mr. Wilhelm. I am reluctant to make any specific figures. As a 
ballpark figure, I would say probably 85 percent of the time we are 
able to make an identification. 

Mr. Fauntroy. I see. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. Gentlemen, under the rules of our committee, 
at the conclusion of a witness’ testimony, the witness or witnesses 
are entitled to a period of 5 minutes in which to expand upon or 
give further clarification of any portion of their testimony. I would 
extend to any of you on the panel at this time, time to make any 
statement you so desire. 

Mr. Wilhelm. It seems in the opinion of the panel that we have 
nothing further that we can add to the statements we have made. 
We would like to express our thanks to the Chairman and to this 
body for the privilege of being a part of this investigation. 

We also would like to express our thanks to our various depart- 
ments — I speak for my colleagues and myself — for their indulgence 
in allowing us time to conduct these examinations. 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you very much. 

On behalf of the committee, I certainly want to thank each of 
you gentlemen for both the report that you have given this com- 
mittee, your testimony here today, and the time that you have 
expended on behalf of the work of this committee, and we are 
indeed gratified to have had your expert services. 

Also, Mr. George Wilson, I would like to thank you, and Chief 
Cullinane, Chief Jefferson, and the Washington Metropolitan 
Police Department for having afforded us the facilities which en- 
abled you and the panel members to be able to make this report to 
our committee, and we are indebted to you and the department for 
that. 

Mr. Wilson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you, gentlemen. If there is nothing 
further, you are excused. 

The committee will, after adjournment today, meet in room 304 
in executive session, and these public hearings are therefore ad- 
journed until 9 a.m. tomorrow morning. 

[Whereupon, at 3:35 p.m., the public hearing adjourned, to recon- 
vene at 9 a.m., Friday, November 10, 1978.] 
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INVESTIGATION OF THE ASSASSINATION OF 
MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 10, 1978 

House of Representatives, 

Select Committee on Assassinations, 

Washington, D.C. 

The select committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:05 a.m., 
in room 345, Cannon House Office Building, Hon. Louis Stokes 
(chairman of the select committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Stokes, Preyer, Fauntroy, Dodd, Edgar, 
Devine, McKinney, and Sawyer. 

Also present: G. Robert Blakey, chief counsel and staff director; 
Edward M. Evans, chief investigator; Gene Johnson, deputy chief 
counsel; Mark Speiser, staff counsel; Elizabeth L. Berning, chief 
clerk; and Olive Wagner, deputy chief clerk. 

Chairman Stokes. The committee will come to order. 

Prior to commencing the presentation of evidence in the hear- 
ings this morning, the Chair wishes to make a statement. The 
committee heard 3 days of testimony from James Earl Ray in 
public session in August. At that time it afforded Mr. Ray the 
opportunity to make an opening statement for 1 V 2 hours so that 
any evidence or issue he desired to raise could be presented to the 
committee. The committee has now carefully reviewed the public 
testimony given by Mr. Ray. While there are questions in some 
areas, including those of a possible conspiracy, that have not yet 
been posed to Mr. Ray, a review and analysis of the public testimo- 
ny given by Mr, Ray to date has convinced the committee that no 
useful purpose would be served in continuing to question Mr. Ray 
on any area. 

On the basis of this assessment of his prior testimony, the com- 
mittee has decided not to call Mr. Ray for further testimony. 
Counsel for Mr. Ray and Mr. Ray have been sent a letter this 
morning informing them of the committee’s decision. As detailed in 
the letter sent to Mr. Ray and his counsel, the committee has, 
pursuant to its rules, afforded them the opportunity to submit in 
writing for inclusion in the record any statement they desire to 
make. 

The Chair at this time recognizes Professor Blakey. 

NARRATION BY PROFESSOR BLAKEY ON POSSIBLE CRIMINAL 
MOTIVES OF JAMES EARL RAY AND PLAYING OF TAPE 

Mr. Blakey. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

In a murder trial, the prosecution is not required to establish 
motive to obtain a conviction, but evidence of motive is relevant, 

( 111 ) 
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and the prosecution will usually attempt to establish it. The reason 
is obvious: A jury inevitably wants to know why the act was 
committed. In the case of the assassination of a celebrated figure, 
the general public — in effect, a jury of public opinion — also inevita- 
bly seeks an answer to the question “Why’’ — for senseless acts are 
disturbing, and people naturally tend to resist so characterizing 
any death of a public figure whose life had meaning. In the search 
for the meaning of life itself, there is a need to know the meaning 
of death. 

In the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., there are at 
least two established facts: Dr. King was one eminent leader of the 
civil rights movement in the 1960’s, and James Earl Ray stands 
convicted as his murderer. There is, therefore, a seemingly inevita- 
ble tendency to draw the conclusion that Ray was racially motivat- 
ed. That is how FBI Director J, Edgar Hoover read it, as did 
George McMillan, the author of “The Making of an Assassin,” a 
searching study of Ray and his actions. In addition, the Depart- 
ment of Justice task force that reviewed the FBI investigation 
commented in its report, issued in January 1977, that “* * * it 
seems clear that Ray openly displayed a strong racial attitude 
toward blacks.” 

A finding of racial or other motive, however, is not a simple 
exercise. When the issue touches on race, it is also a sensitive and 
delicate subject. A society whose deepest values abhor racism must 
not permit accusations of it to be lightly made or supported with 
less than clear and convincing evidence. It is not possible to look 
into a man’s mind — the old common law maxim was that even the 
devil could not see into the heart of a man — so an understanding of 
what might have driven a man to commit a criminal act usually 
has to be derived from an examination of his conduct. Consequent- 
ly, the committee decided to examine carefully Ray’s other acts 
that had been alleged to manifest racial animosity in his character, 
to find if, in fact, that was the case. Committee investigators traced 
Ray’s steps over a worldwide path. Interestingly, some of the most 
cogent incidents cited to prove his racist leanings occurred in for- 
eign countries. A more complete analysis of these incidents and 
others must of course await the final report. But some of the 
results of that inquiry may be quickly summarized here for the 
public record. 

An episode in Ray’s early life has been interpreted by Mr. 
McMillan as well as Gerold Frank, the author of “An American 
Death,” as a sign of deeply rooted racism. It involves a friendship 
with an older man, his supervisor at the International Shoe Co. in 
East Hartford, 111. 'The older man is portrayed by the authors as an 
admirer of Adolph Hitler, an attitude that supposedly left its im- 
pression on Ray, a teenager at the time. Yet the committee’s 
investigation has not been able to establish a firm factual basis for 
this story. 

It has been noted that while at Leavenworth Federal Penitentia- 
ry in 1957, Ray refused to accept assignment to an honor farm, 
allegedly because its dormitory was integrated. Ray himself denies 
this, saying he was nearing the end of his term and he did not wish 
to be put into a risky new situation, that he believed to be charac- 
terized by drug use, a situation integrated or otherwise. Here, too. 
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the committee will have to decide if on balance Ray’s story is 
credible. 

There are numerous racial incidents that purpoi'tedly occurred 
while Ray was at Missouri State Prison. Shortly after the prison 
was integrated in 1964, five Black inmates were stalibed, one fatal- 
ly, and it was just one of a number of violent outbreaks. While it 
has been charged that Ray was active in the attacksj, the weight of 
the evidence from the interviews available to the committee seems 
to argue that he was not. Again, the final decision must wait in the 
analysis of the evidence with the committee. 

The investigation also could find no firm corroboration of claims 
that, while at Missouri State Prison, Ray made derogatory refer- 
ences to Dr. King. Indeed^ a majority of the some 30 inmate asso- 
ciates of Ray interviewed by the committee indicatesd that he was, 
in fact, not a racist, although there were dissenting views ex- 
pressed. 

Ray’s brothers, Jerry and John, have each been quoted by au- 
thors as alluding to racial inclinations of James. George McMillan 
and William Bradford Huie both attest to an account by Jerry of a 
phone call he got from James just before the assassination in 
which James is quoted as saying, “The big nigger has had it.” 
Jerry himself has denied to the committee that there ever was 
such a conversation. Similarly, the committee has been unable to 
confirm various other virulent anti-Black statements attributed to 
James by John. 

The evidence available to the committee, on the other hand, 
seemingly confirms two general interests of James Earl Ray in the 
period of the assassination that have arguably anti-Black implica- 
tions; Ray’s interest in the regimes of Rhodesia and South Africa 
and the presidential campaign of George Wallace. 

Ray reportedly was vocal in his support of the government of 
Southern African countries, and during the time he was a fugi- 
tive — both before and after the assassination — he made several 
attempts to obtain information about emigrating to those countries. 
In Mexico in the fall of 1967, he inquired about going to Rhodesia, 
but received no reply to his letter. In California the following 
December, he wrote to the American-South African Council, and a 
February 1968 letter to the Orange County, Calif. Chapter of the 
Friends of Rhodesia, reiterated his interest. 

Mr. Chairman, I would ask permission at this point to include in 
the record to illustrate that interest, the February 1968 letter as 
MLK exhibit F-165. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record. 

[The information follows:] 



114 


MLK Exhibit F-165 


Friends of Rhodesian Independence 

ORANGE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, CHAPTER 
P.a BOX 593 

GARDEN GROVE, CALIFORNIA 
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Friends of Rhodesia 

ORANGE COUNTY. CALIFORNIA. CHAPTER 
P.O. BOX 613 

GARDEN GROVE. CALIFORNIA 


Rgb*n t. Vffckott, M.O. 

Coit«»9oimJii*o Sgerteary; Romld -G. HcwilMii Tmwrw; Pau» 


jyCC Report ^ 

At a recent meeting of the ^ 
General Board of the National 
CoDQcil of Chutes, a report . 
was adopted that called for MJS, i 
trade and cultural exdianges < 
with Red China, recognition of | 
Communist Cuba, acceptanra of ] 
the Red regime in East Gtf- i 
many, removal of travel r^ t 
strictions on Soviet citezens in i 
the U^. admission of Red China t 
to the U^., and reduction of 
; If^ forces in the Far East , 
I About a year ago, this same 
* council voted to wiftdraw tbmr : 
sizable fuids from baidcs that 
had any de^^ vtth Soudi 
Africa and. I believe, Rhodesia. 

, . 1 would like very mudi to 
' have a representative of a coun> 
cU member^hurch explain why 
the council favors a system that 
is responsible for around 80 
wigiion political murders over a 
system based on separation of 
tto races. Explained why, to the 
council the Communist ^stem 
Is not as oppressive as apart* 

* * * 

14700 r:. GI«m 
WhIUls’ 


IVIdeniRg The Probe • • • 

Despite Ray’s capture, the 
FBI Investigation of King’s as* 
sassioaliion is far from being 
closed. 

One agent involved in tbe in. 
quiry says privately that **the 
arrest of Ray Is only the begin* 
rung of this inquiry.” He pewts 
out that "Ray is the key to de- 
terming; the others invdved in 
the assjissination plot.” 

For instance, FBI and Cana* 
dian authorities are stQI invests 
gating bow Kay was able to 
e.xpIoit legal loopholes like a pro 
in obtaimng Ms Caha<han pass* 
port . 

Several, dozen, agents are 
prwing"Ray’s alli^^ confdcls 
wiUi U.S.*l)ascd American ]^th 
African Com^ which be .wrote 
on Dec,. 30, 1967, to ask about 
^igratli^ 'to Rbod^a. ’Also, 
being carefully diecli^ is 
R.oy’s <mntact with a person, 
whom the FBf photographed 
with King ot a major U5. oir* 

• I«»rl. 

Om* n)f llio ln>nii*s of U>e site* 

• ri*iisful KUl InvcsUgutlon is that 
’ jioii two mottUis before the King 

* Assassirialion, the Bureau was 

* obtii^'d to cut in half the num* 
ber of agents In Europe; includ* 
kg kojie in London as* a* result 

k of rrcslrlmt Julinsnn’s order 
« RtnNliiiig ovonwiis personrtel of 
lull govcfmroent security acd In* 

teiltgemee agencies. / 

** * . .*• *. »»«• 


hold. 
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2-It-68 


DEAR MR.KErfITSOK. 

I RECSfTLY RECEIVED A LETTER PROM YOUR OFFICE IK RiaPLY TO A 
LETTER I HAD S2HT TO YOU REQUESTING INFORMATION ON RHODESIA, ' 
THE LE3^l•J!R CLARIPED HOST OF MY QUESTIONS REGARDING H-SdlGRATlON. 

. SUCH AS PASSPORT.it WAS HOT MY INTENTION TO LEAVE BEFORE NOVEMBER 
BUT WANTED THE IIfPO<;HATIOM BEFORE HAND, ANY OTHER INFORMATION 
YOU SEND I WOULD APPfl^CIT^'OULD ALSO LIKE TO SUBSCRIBE TO 
RHODESIAN COMMENTARY, 

SINCERELY, 

• ERIC S. GALT 

I535-N-SERRAN0 ‘ 


L.A.CALIF.90027, 



Mr. Blakey. Even more significantly, Ray continued his quest for 
details on southern Africa during his European flight in May and 
June 1968. In Lisbon, he visited both the Rhodesian Diplomatic 
Mission and the South African Embassy, and in London he sought 
information from a newspaper reporter on mercenary groups fight- 
ing in Africa. When he was arrested in London on June 8, he had a 
South African Airways timetable on which the next flight to Salis- 
bury, Rhodesia, was marked in pencil, and the phone number of 
the South African Embassy in Lisbon was written in ink. 

In interviews with the committee following his conviction, Ray 
admitted that he went to Europe intending to reach English-speak- 
ing countries in Africa. This interest may be no more than one 
part of an effort by a fugitive to seek an English-speaking foreign 
haven; it may be a manifestation of something more. 

Even though Ray has consistently denied any interest in politics, 
there is a great deal of evidence that he was active in the 1968 
Wallace campaign, and while it would be unfair to Mr. Wallace, or 
to his many supporters generally, to characterize his campaign as 
racist, it is a sad fact that his candidacy attracted voters of an anti- 
Black persuasion. His candidacy and his party were also widely 
perceived as unsympathetic toward a number of issues associated 
with the civil rights movement. 

There is evidence that Ray was responsible for the registration 
for example of at least three acquaintances in the American Inde- 
pendent Party, a contribution to an effort to get Wallace’s name on 
the California ballot. 
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In addition, at least one phone call by Ray to Wallace Headquar- 
ters in California has been noted. Curiously, in the stipulation as to 
material facts, outlining his guilt in preparation for his plea in his 
1969 trial in the King assassination, Ray voiced a particular objec- 
tion to one item in the 56-paragraph document. It involved his 
acknowledgment of his participation in the Wallace campaign. 

Turning next to another area, after firing his attorney, Percy 
Foreman, and attempting to repudiate his guilty plea, Ray also had 
as his counsel J. B. Stoner, an outspoken and self-acknowledged 
racist, as well as an avowed opponent of all that Dr. King stood for. 
While care must be used not to overstate the significance of a 
client’s preference for legal counsel — clients ought not to be associ- 
ated with lawyers, and lawyers ought not to be associated with 
clients — in the case of Ray’s retaining Mr. Stoner, as well as his 
choice, at the time of his arrest in London, of Arthur Hanes of 
Birmingham, a lawyer noted for his defense of Ku Klux Klansmen, 
Ray’s preferences — along with other facts — ought not be overlooked 
in an effort to fathom motive. 

During Ray’s fugitive period, there were also three reported inci- 
dents — in Canada, California, and Mexico — that had been repeatly 
cited to prove that Ray was racially motivated in the killing of Dr. 
King. They may be regarded as useful test cases in an attempt to 
discern Ray’s general motivation, and to assess the quality of evi- 
dence in the public domain from which public impressions of that 
motivation have been significantly formed. 

William Bradford Huie wrote in Did the FBI Kill Martin Luther 
King? that Ray made anti-Black comments to a woman acquaint- 
ance in Canada in 1967. At dinner in Montreal, Huie quoted the 
woman as saying, Ray uttered the view, * * you got to live near 
niggers to know them * * * all people who know niggers hate 
them.” While the woman declined to be interviewed by the commit- 
tee, she did give a statement to the Royal Canadian Mounted 
Police on October 15, 1968, in which she said, ‘‘He” — meaning 
Ray — “never mentioned the name Martin Luther King and never 
indicated any hatred toward Negroes.” 

Here, Mr. Chairman, I would ask permission that the October 
1968 letter from the RCMP on this point be included in the record 
as MLK exhibit F-167. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record at this point. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-167 



HEADOUAPlTEfiS-DIHe CTION CENSnALE 


'' '■ ^ ; • - ’ . OTTAV/A 7. CANADA 

CG::ii 7vi-r.*-60 (Vcl.^) Cctobcr 2‘J, I960. 
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Mr. Blakey. The committee did contact the Royal Canadian 
Mounted Police officer who conducted the interview, J.A.G. Syn- 
nett, who confirmed the woman's statement. In fact, Inspector 
Synnett said, the woman told him the subject of race never came 
up during her meetings with Ray. The woman, in Synnett's opin- 
ion, was honest and truthful throughout the interview. 

FBI reports on a Ray incident at the Rabbit's Foot Club, a Los 
Angeles night spot visited by Ray in February 1968, indicate that 
an angry exchange occurred between Ray and a white female 
companion. It is charged that Ray dragged the woman toward the 
door telling her, “I'll drop you off in Watts and we'll see how you 
like it there." 

Here, Mr. Chairman, I would ask permission that the two rele- 
vant FBI reports be included in the record as MLK exhibit F-168 
and MLK exhibit F-169. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered into 
the record. 

[The information follows:] 
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FEuERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date j^g /6 8 


^BO DEL MONTE. Bartender. Rabbit * h Font Oluh r 
5623 Hollywood Boulevard. Los Angeles, California, 

'^aavised that ms nome address is 1229 North Bronson, 

Los Angeles, California, He advised after observing 
photographs of JAMES EARL RAY, that RAY was identical 
to a customer who frequented the Rabbit's Foot Club, 
from approximately January until the middle of March 
1968, He described RAY as wearing usually a dark suit, 
with a bow tie. He said that his appearance v/as that 
of a rural person from Alabama, who has just recently 
coroe to the "big city”. He said that RAY wore his crew 
cut to long, or he was allowing his hair to grow. 

DEL MONTE recalled the incident in which RAY 
became Involved in a heated discussion with a Caucasian 
fbroale and began dragging her tov/ards the door of the 
bar saying, "I'll drop you off in Watts and we'll see 
how you like it there", DEL MONTE recalled that shortly 
after this incident a Negro patron of the Rabbit's Foot 
Club, and his date, were struck bn the head by a rock or 
brick while in a nearby parking lot, 

DEL MONTE acknowledge that RAY often spoke 
support for Governor WALLACE, 

DEL MONTE said that RAY drank vodka straight 
or in screwdrivers, DEL MONTE said that RAY purchased a 
key for the key club, which is operated by the Rabbit's 
Foot Club. He stated that he believes RAY gave him the 
name "DOUG COLLINS", when he purchased his key, DEL MONTE 
said that the writing of this name was by himself, and RAY 
furnished no other information as to residence. 


On 4/22/68 Los Angeles. California p ;i„ # Los Angeles 44-1574 
SA E, RHEAD RICHARDS ando^ 

SA DENNIS C, LEMASTER/DCL/dp 4/26/68 

Thi« document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


MLK Exhibit F-168 
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t -JERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATk 


1 . Date V30/ ^ 


rTAMR.q MORRISON. Bartender. Rabb i t's Foot .Club. 
S62^HQllwfood Boulevard, Los Angeles, oaiiruriil57 advised 
~^at he resides at urace Avenue . Los Angeles, 

California. He was snovm photogra^s of JAMES EAItL RAY, 
and he advised this individual is Identical with a customer 
who frequented the Rabbit's Foot Bar. He said that he 
recalled this individual because of his frequency as a 
customer at the bar. MORRISON stated that he became engaged 
In a. political discussion with RAY concerning ROBERT F, 

KENNEDY and GEORGE WALLACE. He said that RAY became rather 
Incensed and vehemently supported WALLACE, On one other 
occasion, MORRISON said that RAY had a discussion with a 
frequent female customer of the bar whose name was PAT GOODSELL, 
This discussion concerned Negroes and civil rights movement. 
.MORRISON said that RAY became very Involved in the argument 
and began dragging her towards the door daylng, "I'll drop 
you off in V/atts and we'll see how you like it there . 

MORRISON said that another customer. who knew the girl, separated 
them. MORRISON said that subsequent to this event GOODSELL 
died through an overdose of some type of medicine. He said 
that she formerly resided at the Carlton Toviers, an apartment 
complex,ln the neighborhood. He dlscrlbed her ass 

Race Caucasian 

Sex Female 

Age Approximately 27 

MORRISON said that RAY habitually drank vodka or 
screwdrivers. He said that he was a very quite customer and 
it was unusual for him to become Involved in an argument. 
MORRISON said that he believes he used the name "DOUG" while 
at the bar. 


4/22/68 Los Angeles. California # Los Angeles 44-1574 


SA E, RHEAD RICHARDS and ,'C'^ 
SA DENNIS C. LEMASTER/PCL/dp 


Tbis document coataina neither recommendations no 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distrit 


ions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
tide your egency. 


MLK Exhibit F-169 
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Mr. Blakey. The woman is deceased, and the committee was 
unable to locate one of the two bartenders. It did locate the other, a 
Mr. Bo Del Monte. In a signed statement, Mr. Del Monte denied 
the altercation occurred. He suggested that all that happened was 
that a quiet discussion in which Ray questioned the safety of a 
white walking through Watts. The FBI agent, however, whose 
original investigation established the story, sticlb by his 1968 re- 
ports. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, I would ask the two relevant interviews be 
included in the record as MLK F-170 and MLK F-171. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may both be entered 
into the record at this point. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-170 
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MLK Exhibit F-171 


DATE INTERVIEWED : March 10, 1978 ^TIME IMTERVIEV7ED ; 10-.15 a.m. 

PT'CE INTERVIEWED; HSCA OFFICE 

NAME; Dennis LeMaster 

DATE OF BIRTH: SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER; 

HOME ADDRESS; ^ 

BUSINESS ADDRESS; House of Representatives, Agriculture Committee 

HOME TELEPHONE ; BUSINESS TELEPHONE ; 

ASSOCIATES : 


MLK INVESTIGATION 

CONNECTION; FBI Special Agent, Los Angeles, Involved in MURKTN. 

InvestigatiQn - 1968. — B.egan .TOrking with. FBI. in 196fi and , .rjafcired. 

in August 1968. 

INTERVIE:^? STATEMENT ; 

Dennis. Le_M as ter began working with the Federal Bureau of 

Investigation in 1966. His second assignment was Los Angeles. 

California, where he began working in May or June 1967. He 

primarily dealt with bank robbery cases until January 1968 when' 

he was put on internal security, and ordered to investigate 

groups which were considered to be black extremist organizations 

in t he Los An geles area, such as the Black Panther Party and 

Ron Coringa's US . Until April 4, 1968, when he was assigned to 

th e MURKIN case full time, LeMaster concentrated on the Balck 

Commandos, a group which turned out to be a hoax funded by the 


LeMaster was not involved in any King security work. He had 
no personal knowledge of FBI surveillance of Dr. King, though he 
haa heard about which v.,. 
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LeMaster added that he was not assigned to watch King during 
his visit to LA on March 16. and 17, 1968. (He did note that in 
1968 US was hostile to the'isiack Panther Party, and these militant 

groups were both hostile to the Southern Christian Leadership 

Conference . ) 

On April 4, 1968 LeMaster was assigned to the MORKIN investi- 

action, At that time, Wes lev Grapo was the Special Agent in 

Charge of the LA FBI office; Leroy Sheets was appointed the 
MURKIN case agent (succeeded about two weeks later by Theodore 

A* Hearn) > and Jack Temple, brother of Shirley Temple, was the 

Chief of Security, although LeMaster added that William John 
Nolan was the "real brains" of: the security detail. 

Among other areas, LeMaster was involved in the investigation 
at the St. Frsmcis Hotel, James Earl Ray's residence from January 

21 to March 17, 1968. He interviewed Allan 0. Thompson, manager of 

the St. Francis, who LeMaster described as generally uncooperative 
and, at times, appeared to be lying. (Ray stayed at this hotel 

under the assumed name Eric Starve Galt.) LeMaster did not recall 

Thompson's story about a J.C. Hardin who attempted to telephone 

FJ^ancis. ait point s Thomspon "had to be pressured" to get him 

talk witii agents, according to LeMaster. 


Date Transcribed; 
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The area of the St« Francis Hotel was a racially integrated 

"den of iniquity", alive with prostit ution and I^rng traf f -i ng., 

LeMaster said^ Informants were used from this section of the 

city but often they did not pan out. Although the area was 

i ntegrated and the dingy Sultan Room bar at the St. Francis had 
a clinetele which included blacks and chicanos, LeMaster thought 

that most of the residents of the St. Francis, if not all, were 
white. He surmised that Ray lived in this area not by choice, 

but in an effort to stay out of the mainstream in an area he 
could afford economically. 

XeMas'ter found it difficult to understand any antipathy 

Ray may have ha d against Dr. King. He described Ray as street- 
wise criminal who, thougKnot analytically intelligent, had an 

animal cunning. Ray did not appear to need social interaction 

and could live on almost nothing by instinct. No one seemed to 
really know Ray. For instance, Joe Peters, the day bartender at 

the Sultan Room, spoke wit h him on several occasions but learned 

little about Ray. Thus LeMaster concluded that it was conceivable 
that Ray acted alone in killing Dr. King. 

In the course of the mURKIN investigation, LeMaster did look 

for evidence of racial motive and of a conspiracy. — He., recalled 

tnat Ray had an argument with someone at the Rabbit's Foot Loung« 


Dace Transcribed: 
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about race and made a comment about Watts. LeMaster admitted 

that he prepared the 302 reports of interviews with Rabbit's Foot 
bartenders Bo Del Monte and James Morrison. LeMaster read 

Del Monte's interview with HSCA staff which included Del Monte's 

denial that a raeially inspired argument took place between Rav 

and another patron as reported by the FBI. 

LeMaster responded that his 1968 report was accurate and 

that he had no reason to falsify or exaggerate the interview 
summary. The Doug Collins alias Ray used to join the Rabbit’s 

Foot key club, LeMaster explained, was probably simply one of 

many assumed neunes he dreamed up. 

VJhile investigating Ray's association with the Los Angeles - 

area J’riends of Rhodesia organization, LeMaster interviewed a "rich 
old white racist" who was originally from Canada. This witness 

admitted his connection with the pro-Rhodesian group, but denied 

^UJy association with. Ray. LeMaster did not recall this person's 
name. 

LeMaster was not involved in the investigation of the 

American Independent Party or die George Wallace campaign. 

He did look into numerous nnsnl vpd j ob b e r ie s - a n d - b ugglari es 

because Ray's expenditures indicated a "variable income". No 

unsolved crimes were linked to Ray, however. 


Date Transcribed: 
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LeMaster mentioned that he had talked with Marie Martin, 
though he was not the first agent to interview her. He characterized 
Martin as dark-skinned, though commented that Ray probably did not 
consider her black. It appeared to LeMaster that Martin probeUaly 

had a sexual relationship with Ray. 

In conclusion, LeMaster explained that he worked with the 
FBI for only about two years, and then returned to college, 

ultimately receiving a Ph.D. in Economics. He is now employed by 
the House Agriculture Committee. 


Present at interview: Edward Evans, Mel Kreidman, Robin Lindley 
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Mr. Blakey. The committee also discovered that another bar 
frequented by Ray in liOS Angeles, the Sultan Room, had a mixed 
clientele, about one-third Black. Associates of Ray in Los Angeles 
who were questioned by the committee say he showed no racial 
animosity while there. Indeed, there is some evidence that he may 
have had a liaison w ith a Black woman while he was in Los 
Angeles. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, I would ask that excerpts of executive 
testimony of Marie Miirtin on April 5 and 6 be included in the 
record as MLK exhibit F-166. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record at this point. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-166 

Mrs. Levy. Never. I never intended to travel alone or 
be alone with him at any time. 

Mr. Fithian. Why? 

Mrs. Levy. Because I would not be alone with him going 
across country. I would not be alone with any man I just 
met going across country. 

Mr. Fithian. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Edgar? 

Mr. Edgar. I have no questions at this time. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford. I do not have any questions. 

Mr. Fauntroy, Counsel, you may resume. 

Mr. Kreidman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mrs. Levy, you. told us yesterday you did not believe 
that Ray was prejudiced other than the fact he was from the 
south, is that correct? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Kreidman. One Of the examples you gave of the fact 
that he lacked prejudice was that he had sex with a black 
woman? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Kreidman. He indicated to you that he enjoyed it, 
didn’t he? 

Mrs. Levy. I do not recall. 

Mr. Kreidman. Did you listen to the tape yesterday? 
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Mrs, Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Kreidman. Any reference to that? 

Mrs. Levy. I do not remeiaber any. 

Mr. Kreidmaji. Now, you also indicated yesterday that 
Sultan Room was an integrated bar. You gave a figure of 
30 percent of the people in the bar were black. Do you 
remember that? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Kreidman. Mr. Ray was there almost every night, 
is that correct? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. - - 

Mr. Kreidman. And also if you remember from the tape, 
you said in this' room you were at, 201, Ray was one of the* 
gang, is that correct? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes, one of the gang. 

Mri Kreidman. Was that gang, the group of people who 
came there, an integrated group? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. There was one black guy who was there-. 
His name was Herbie. He was there, you know, I do not know, 
whenever he was in the neighborhood or something. 

Mr, l^eidman. Was Ray friendly with Herbie? 

Mrs, Levy. He was very quiet. He would just sit there 
and take everything in. 

Mr. Kreidman. What about Richard Dodd? 

Mrs. Levy. Richard Dodd, right, he was there too. 
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Mr. Kreidman, Richard Dodd was black? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Kreidman. Ray was part of this gang, this group? 

Mrs. Levy. Now, Richard Dodd would talk with Ray. When 
I talk I speak loud. This is normal for me. Someone else 
could be carrying on a conversation in the same room and I 
would not hear, I would not pay any attention. 

Mr. Kreidman. Would you have a distinct recollection 
of Richard Dodd engaging Ray in conversation? 

Mrs. Levy. I have a distinct recollection that Richard 
Dodd was present at a few occassions when James Earl Ray was 
present in the same room, 

Mr. IQreidman. Do you remember their talking together? 

Mrs. Levy. Not necessarily, no. 

Mr. Kreidman. Did they appear friendly to you? 

Mrs. Levy. They did not appear friendly, they did not 
appear not friendly. 

i 

Mr. Kreidman. Other than this fellow, Kerbie, or Richarc3( 

i 

Dodd, were any other people in that room part of that group 
that Ray was part of? 

Mrs. Levy. No, I do not know Herbie ^s last name, but I 
know he worked at the City Hall in Los Angeles. 

Mr. Kreidman. You know he did? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes, I know he did only because I was in the 
City Kail one day, I do not know what I was doing there, but 
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to New Orleans to pick up the children? 

I4rs. Levy. Well, later on Rita didn't wemt to go with 
him either so later on they said — you know, we didn't want 
to go with a strange man so later on they came to the con- 
clusion that Charles would go because he was a man and he 
would be able to protect himself. So then that is how 
Charles got involved in it. 

Mr. Kreidman. Well, the suggestion to register for the 
American Independent- Party and George Wallace, did that come 
before Mr. Galt was apprised of the fact that Charles Stein 
was going to go to New Orleauis or after he was advised that 
Chaxles Stein was supposed to go to New Orleans? 

• Mrs. Levy. I’ don't remember. I don't remember. 

Mr. Kreidman. Was Charles Stein in the bar that 
evening? 

Mrs. Levy. I don't remember. 

Mr. Kreidmem. Could you describe that bair? First of 
all, could you describe the bar as far as clientele, was 
concerned? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. It was mostly old, retired people 
that lived in the hotel. It was a quiet bar. 

Mr. Kreidman. What about the bar racially? Was it 
an all white bar, an all blacks, all Hispanic bar or was it 
mixed? 


Mrs. Levy. It was mixed. 
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Mr. Krexdman. What was the percentages , if you can 
ascertain? 

Mrs. Levy. A few' black people came in. It was 
I would say — I don’t know, maybe 70-30. You know, maybe 
20-80. I don’t know exactly, 

Mr . Kreidman. O ther w ise , *^id you know someone by the 
name of Richard Dodd? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes, I knew Benny Richard Dodd. 

Mr. Kreidman. And Richard Dodd is black? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Kreidman. And he was one of. the people that was 
hanging around the Sultan Room? 

Mrs. Levy. He was Ronald Deninno's roommate at that 

time. 

Mr. Kreidman. Was he hanging around the Sultan Room 
at that time? 

Mrs. Levy. He came in occasionally with Deninno. 

f4r. Kreidman. And that was back in 1967, at or about 
this time, the date that we are talking about? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes, 1966, 1967. 

Mr, Kreidman. Now Mr. Dodd is also someone who is 
involved in drugs? 

Mrs. Levy. I would say grass. 

Mr. Kreidman. Now you said that this was mainly 
older, retired people. You would not characterize Mr. Dodd 
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as being an older, retired individual, would you? 

Mrs. Levy. No, he was a friend of Ronnie which 
was a friend of mine. 

Mr. Kreidman. And he frequented the Sultan Room? 

I4rs. Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Kreidman. And Ronald Deninno frequented the 
Sultan Room? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Kreidman. And Mr. Deninno would not be classified' 
as an older, retired individual, would he? 

Mrs. Levy. No, but neither would I. 

Mr. Kreidman. Who else that you know frequented 
the Sultan Room at that time? 

Mrs. Levy. Well, let me point this out. At that time 
I was not — I mean I am going to be very frank and honest. 

I was in Los Angeles, I had just got to Los Angeles. 

I don't believe in going to bed with every Tom, Dick and 
Harry so I had designated Ronald Deninno 'to be my bed partner . 

whenever I wanted and we would have our relations and he would 

f 

leave. He was not my boyfriend, he just was my bed partner 
2 uid we just kept it at that. I didn't want to go with Tom, 
Dick and Harry and I wauited to have one certain person that 
I had sex with and this is how he got involved in it. 

Mr. Kreidman. Did you ever write any letters to 


Mr. Deninno? 
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a monetciry relationship with her? 

Mrs. Levy. What do you mean by monetary? 

Itc. Kreidmein. That he paid for her? 

Mrs. Levy. No, no indication at all. I didn't 
ask him. I just took it for granted he was with this 
hooker. She is not going to give up anything free. 

Mr. Kreidman. You have been interviewed, have you 
not. Miss Jdartin, on a television show? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Kreidman. And you have been asked to comment 
about Mr. Ray's racial attitudes? 

Mrs. Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Kreidman. Could you tell the members of the 
committee what you observed about Mr. Ray and what 
perceptions and understanding you had about Mr. Ray's racial 
attitudes? 

Mrs. Levy. Well, as far as I understood, and I could 
not xinderstand it, he didn't seem like he was prejudiced ' 
to me because, like I say, he went with this black girl and 
he liked her and I didn't think that he was prejudiced at 
all, but being from Alabama maybe a little bit but, you 
know, I didn’t think he was. ^ 

Mr. Fauntroy. Counsel, excuse me. Counsel, we have I 
a quorum call. i 

Mr. Edgar. Jlr. Chairman, I believe that is just that th 
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Mr. Blakey. The Mexico incident that allegedly occurred in the 
fall of 1967, a woman companion of Ray whose story was received 
after the assassination, told of an evening when she was drinking 
with Ray in the Casa Susana in Puerto Vallarta. This incident was 
given wide publicity by Gerold Frank in his book, “An American 
Death. According to this incident as portrayed in Frank’s book, 
Ray became angry at several Black sailors at a nearby table, 
insulting them and stating he hated Negroes. 

Ray reportedly then went to his car and returned with a pistol, 
vowing to kill the Blacks when they left. He later calmed down 
when advised by the woman that a police patrol was due in the 
area shortly. 

Mr. Chairman, because of the widespread dissemination of 
Frank’s story, the committee went to Mexico and obtained from 
the woman a statement of her version of the incident. At this point 
I would ask that the relevant report of the incident obtained by the 
committee be entered into the record as MLK exhibit F-172. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-172 



In Repfy* PUtam to 
nuNo. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INTESTIGATION 


WASBINGTON 25, D. C. 


JUly 24/ ISSS 


J/aBS EARL R/Y. aka 


TMs ifo:2TrsBt ccstsJns nefthfir 
re:crT-2sr:' i!::-:? rcr c:r.:lj-ion3 of 
t'.a r:!. Vs 

t*:a Fi! zv.: I:::;:! to ri-f tipncy; 

It c 2 j r-3 csxtsiit: z:c r:tto to 
distr7ja:tei ysur a^ncy. 

Zcfonaatlon set forth below covers the 
established activities of captioned Individual who, as 
ERIC CTARVO GALT, visited Itezlco during October and 
Eoveaber, 1967* 


Lt Atotonilco , Jalisco. Megjco 


On April 22, 1S38. MAHTTKTJl AXJDHR K MEDRAHO 

formerly employed 

at the Casa Susana in Puerto Vallarta, Jalisco, as a 
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JAMES BARL RAY, aka 


prostitute, She Identified a photograph of JAMES EARL 
RAy as the Individual known as ERIC GALT whom she had 
met one night at the Casa Susana, She said she coiild 
not he certain of the date, but thought it might have 
been about October 24, 1SS7; She recalled that during 
this first visit, GALT spent the evening with another 
prostitute called "La Chillndrlna." 

The nest day, GALT came to the house looking 
for "La Chillndrlna," who was out of town. He then 
began his friendship with MAMHBLA and, she stated, 
slept with her nearly every night for the nent several 
days during his visits to the house. 

She recalled that GALT was very methodical 
and had allowed himself 100 pesos ($8 U,S,) for drinking 
money and another 100 pesos each day for a girl. She 
recalled that he drank beer during the daytime and gin 
at night. She said he invited her to go to Mismaloya, 
a nearby beach, and that, after postponing the trip for 
two or three days, they did go to Mismaloya with 
RQDIMIR BISCARA, the bartender. She described GALT*s 
automobile as a white automobile with Alabama license 
plates, and as having a red interior with reclining 
seats. She said this was a two-door automobile, but 
she could not remember the make, {she said that after 
swimming, drinking beer and having a seafood lunch, 
they began the return trip to Puerto Vallarta at 
about 4 p.m. About half-way along the distance from 
Mismaloya to Puerto Vallarta, GALT stopped the car and 
took what appeared to be a new Polaroid camera from an 
ice chest In the back. He said that this was one of 
the first rolls of film in the camera and that there 
were only two pictures left. Ee mentioned that the 
camera had cost him a little less than $80. He took a 
photograph of MANUELA seated at the steering wheel of the 
car with her skirts up. This photograph was bad and he 
destroyed it, A little farther on, they stopped at a 
place called Punta Hegra, where GALT took another photo- 
graph which was also bad, and he tore it up. She 
recalled that this was a Saturday and that they arrived 
back at the Casa Sxisana about 5 p.m. and GALT departed 
saying that he would not return that ni^t. 


- 79 - 


36-411 0 


11 
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JA&S3S EARL HAY, a^a 


On tiie next day, a Sunday, Mf.inJELA stated that 
GALT arrived at the Casa Susana about 3 p,a, Che believed 
that this might have been on October 29, 19S7* GALT 
drank with MAI^LA and noted that there were four 
Kegroec and some white people seated at a nearby 
table* These were sailors from a yacht or private boat 
which had stopped at Puerto 7allarta« 

She said thst one Negro was verjr tall and 
another was short and fat, about five feet four inches 
tall* The latter was very drunk, and the whole group 
was rowdy and having a good time* GALT appeared angry 
at the Negroes and said insulting things concerning them* 
Be said he hated Negroes* 3e left his table, said 
something insulting to the short Negro and returned to 
his table* All of the individuals at th€» other table 
appeared to be talking about GALT* 

NANUELA AGUIHNE said that GALT then went to 
his car and came back to the table* He vrent again 
to the table where the Negroes were seated and Insulted 
them and returned to his own table. He asked her to 
feel his pocket and she felt what appearc»d to be an 
automatic- type pls'iiol* Che believed it to be something 
similar to a T7alther *380 automatic* GALT said he was 
going to kill them* The tall Negro came to GALT’s 
table and said soaethlng in a peaceful manner, but 
GALT replied in an insulting manner* The tall Negro 
then returned to his table and took the shorter Negro 
in his arms and to€£c him out of the house* GALT wanted 
to go after them, but NAinnSLA told him this would not be 
a good idea since it was about 10 p;m* and the police 
wore scheduled to visit the house momentarily* GALT 
said he wanted nothing to do with the police* 

lAANUELA AGUIHBE said that GALT visited the 
house again oh the following day and told her that he 
would not see her for several days. He said he wanted 
to rest and would only sleep and eat* Be nest returned-, 
on what MAHinsiA recalled as a Thursday of the same week 
and told her that he planned to move to the **Troplcana” 
Hotel* He spent more than 200 pesos ($16 U.C*) for 
drinks and left about midnight* 
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JAMSS FARL RAY, aka 


On the following day, according to M^i^OELA 
AGUIItRE, GA.LT arrived between 8 and S p*m. and she, 
lUNUSLA, was drunli and said that she did not want to 
go to bed with him. GALT remained to drinh at one of 
the tables and there was a photographer present, causing 
IS^NUELA to request that a photograph be taken of GALT 
with her. GALT did not want his photograph taken, but 
she Insisted. He told her that he planned to go to 
Telapa on Saturday or Svmday, and that he did not like 
to go out in Puerto Vallarta on Saturday or Sianday 
because there was so much noise and so many people 
around. 


She said that GALT arrived at the house 
between 8 and 9 p.m. on the following Monday. He 
invited MAHUSLA for one drink and was very serious and 
Impolite. He was angry with her for her actions on 
the previous Friday, He asked her to marry him and 
she refused. She said that he had previously asked her 
to marry him. He said that if she would not marry him 
he was going to invite out some of t]tie other girls. He 
spent the rest of that evening with APjCELIA and went 
to bed with ARCFLIA. 

MAHUELA AGUIRHE said that she saw GALT 
again about three days later, but did not talk with 
him. Che said she did not believe that he saw ARCELIA 
or any of the other girls again, and that she herself 
did not see him again. 

Che recalled that GALT drank gin or whatever 
other drink the bartender at the Casa Cusana served 
him. He did not smoke, ajid sometimes stated that he 
did not smoke anything except marijuana. She stated, 
however, that she never saw him smoke marijuana. 

MANUELA AGUIRRF said that GALT spoke practi- 
cally no Spanish and the bartender interpreted for him. 
She said that GALT had an old pair of sandals that he 
liked very much and which he said had been bought in 
Europe. She said she told him to throw the sandals 
away and buy new ones, but he did not want to get rid 
of them. Che recalled that he definitely could not 
dance . 


BJAHUELA AGUIRRE made available the photograph 
of GALT T/earlng sunglasses, which had been taken at the 
Casa Susana in Puerto Vallarta, Jalisco, on or about 
November 3, 1937. Che said the photograph was taken by 
a traveling group known as **Foto Rapida." 
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Mr. Blakey. An interview with the woman whose alias was Irma 
Morales was taped, and a trajiscription is available at this time. I 
would ask that the transcript be included in the record as MLK 
exhibit F-173. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-1'73 


Select Committee on iSteAuu^tnationd 
VA. J^aait o< J&tffttfUntatlbot 

WASHIHOTON. DA 20SI8 


INTERVIEW WITH MANUELA AGUIRRE -MEDHANO (aka IRMA MORALES) ON 

JUNE 5TH^ 1978, 9;00 P.M. AT CALLE ALAMEDA 211/ ATOTONILCO^ JALISCO, 

MEXICO 


PARISI: 


PARIS I : 
MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTfNEZ : 

PARISI: 
MARTINEZ : 
PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 
PARISI ; 
MARTINEZ; 


It's June 5th, 1978, 9 p.m. We are in the home of 
Manuela Aguirre-Medrano, aka, Irma Morales, which is 
located at Alameda 211 in Atotonilco, Mexico. 

Present is myself, Louis Parisi, Staff Investigator, 
the United States House of Representatives, Select 
Committee on Assassinations. 

Tell senora... 

cSu nombre? 

Your name? 

Name? , 

No, no. Tell her, tell her vrhat I said. 

Ah, la senora, ah este, esta un grupo de enviados del 
Senado de Estados Unidos, este tocante un investigacioiv 
este Sr. Louis Parisi... 

Also present are other members of the Select Committee, 
Staff Investigator Jerome Cullings — 

^ste un miembro de los investigadores del staff, Jerome 
Cullings . 

And also. . . 

. . .y tambien. . . 

...Alan Hausman, a lawyer with the Select Committee, 


Alan Hausman, un abogado con el ComitS, 

...Gerald Hamilton, Chief Researcher, 

...y Sr. Gerald Hamilton, este encargado del grupo del 
Comit4 , 





162 


PARISI: 

MARTTOEZ : 

PARISI: _ 
MAKPINEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARt£nEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTfNEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTfNEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTDIEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 
PARISI : 

JlTfNEZ : 


...and Sr. HArtfnez from the Federales, t^o's translating for 
us. 

...y Sr. Cipriano Martinez-Novoa, agente de la Polioia Judicial 
Federal de la Procuradurfa General de la Republica. 

Mrs. Medrano, we are here to ask you questions... 

Sra. Medrano, vienen ante usted para hacerle unas cuantas 
preguntas ... 

. . .regarding some contact you might of had with an 
an American ten years ago in Puerto Vallarta. 

...en relacion con el contacto que haya tenido con un americano 
hace 10 anos en Puerto Vallarta, Jalisco. 

The American's name is James Earl Ray, he also is known as 
Eric Starve Galt. 

El nombre el americano es James Earl Ray y usa, y usetba el 
nombre de...what? Eric Galt? 

sf. 

Yes. 

Eric Galt. 

The United States Congress has been empowered to investigate 
the death of Martin Luther King. 

El Congreso de los Estados Unidos nos ha comisionado a 
investigar el asesinato del Dr. Martin Luther King. 

That is why we axB here to ask certain questions. 

Es por eso ... 

Does she mind answering our questions? 

Es por eso que han venido este con usted para hacerle unas 
preguntas si usted no tiene ningun inconveniente en hacerlas. 


She will have to speak up, because as she knows we are tape 
recording this conversation. 

Diga, para que usted, aca... 

Answer. Nah, no hay inconveniente. 


MEDRANO: 
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3 . 

MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I: 
MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ; 


PARIS I; 

MARTINEZ ; 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ ; 

PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ; 

PARIS I; 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ: 

PARISI ; 

MARTINEZ ; 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ : 

PARISI; 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO; 


No, there *s no inconveneience. 

Does she have any objection to us tape recording? 

Que, si no tieneningun inconveniente en que se le grabe 
esta conversacion? 

PueS| No, no tengo. 

No tiene ... 

No, she doesn't have any inconvenience. 

Okay, would you ask her for her full name, please. 

Su nombre complete? 

Manuela Aquirre~Medrano 
Manuela Aguirre-Medrano . 

Her date of birth? 
dSu fecha de nacimiento? 

Es el 15 de enero, 1944. 

January 15 ^ 1944. 

And where was she born? 
cDonde nacio? 

En San Isidro. 

In San Isidro, Jalisco. 

And what is the address here? 

(£Cual es su direccion aqui? 

Alameda 211. 

Alameda 211. 

Is she presently married? 

(TEsta casada actualmente? 

ii- 

Yes. 
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4 , 

MARTINEZ : 
PARISI : 
MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 
MARTINEZ: 
PARISI: 
MARTf NEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 
MARTINEZ ; 
PARISI: 


MARTINEZ; 


MEDRANO: 

MEDRANO: 
MARTINEZ : 
PARISI: 
MARTINEZ ; 
MEDRANO: 


s£...yes. 

And her husband's name? 

«£Su,el nombre de su esposo? 

Javier Andrade^Garc^a. 

Javier Andrade-Garcia 

How long has she lived in Atotonilco? 

cCuanto tiempo ha vivido aqui" en Atotonilco? 

Toda mf vida 
All my life 

All her life. She was born in San Isidror was 
baptised here, and ever since she live here. 

Well, at what time in her life did she live in 
Puerto Vallarta? 

dCuanto hace que vivio usted en Puerto Vallarta? t, 

Pues,diez anos. 

Ten years ago. 

Okay, we have a photo album that we would like her 
to look at and see if she can recognize any Americans 
that she might have - or any one - that she might have been 
with 10 years ago in Puerto Vallarta? 

Translation. Le van a pasar un album, un album de 
fotografias de un grupo de americanos en diferentes fotos. 
Usted la va a ver y nos va a decir cuales son las que 
reconoces por el niSmero. 

sf. 

Yes 

Numero siete. 

Number 7 

Does she 3cnow his name? 
cSabe el nombre de 4l? 

No. 
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5. 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ; 

PARISI ; 

MARTfNEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ ; 

MEDRANO; 

MARTfNEZ; 

PARISI; 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

MART/nEZ ; 

PARISI: 


No. 

y catorce 
and fourteen 

Number 14 . 

What does she know about number 14? 
c Y que sabe de catorce? 

Que andaba conmigo. 

That ah, used to date her. 
y el ultimo - no tiene m^ero. 

The last that one doesn^t have a number. 
What does she know about that photograph? 
I Que sabe de esta fotograffa? 

Esta se tomo en Vallarta. 

It was taken in Vallarta. 

Who was it taken by? 


MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ; 
PARISI; 
MARTfNEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

PARISI; 
MARTINEZ ; 
PARISI; 
MARTINEZ ; 


- gonmiqp 

Together with me' 

Ah, together with her. 

She was. in that photograph? 

L Esta us ted en la forograffa? 

sr, en la mochado 

Yes, in the cut-off (the cut off part) 
Does she know the ncime of the man... 
She was in the , in the picture... 

Does she know ...the name of the man? 
t Sabe el nombre de la persona esa? 
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6 . 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ; 
PARIS!: 
MARTINEZ: 
PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ ; 
PARIS I; 
MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 


MARTINEZ; 

PARIS I; 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 
PARIS I; 
MARTINEZ: 
MEDRANO; 
MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I: 


No, pQrque un nombre aBneytc'a^o tto' se' me pega . 

No, because American neraes don’^t stick VitA me. 

No, she doesn^t remeraber. 

Number 7, 14 and the last one. 

And the last one. 

Did she date those men or is that the same man.,, Do 
they look like the same man? 

I Es el mismo horabre con 41 que us ted tuvo citas? 

Si. 

Yes. 

That's the same man. 

Can she tell us vdien she first met that American? 

dPodria decirnos cu^ndo fue la primera vez que lo 
conocic^? 

No, no recuerdo la fecha, mas o menos pero como en 
noviembre o diciembre. 

No, I don*t remember the date but it was more or less 
November or December. 

No, she doesn't exactly the date but it was round iNovember 
or December , 

Of what year? 

dDe que ano? 

. . . me recuerdo unos diez anos . 
some ten years ago. 

Ten years ago. 

And vrfiere did she meet him ten years ago? 
dDonde lo concocio? 

En Vallarta. 

In Vallarta. 

Where in Vallarta? 
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7 . 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 
PARIS I: 
MARTINEZ ; 
MEDRiu^O: 

MARTINEZ; 
PARISI ; 
MARTINEZ ; 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ; 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ; 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ ; 
PARISI: 

MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 


En que lugar? 

En casa de Suaana . 

In casa Susana 

In Casa de Susana ... Susannas house. 

Did she work at Casa Susana? 

^Tr^aJajo usted allf? 

s/. 

Yes, 

Yes. 

What kind of house was Casa Susana? 

IQue clase de casa es7 

Nada buena. 

Nothing good 

It wasn^t - it was not a good house. 

Was it a house of prostitution? 
iEra casa de prostituci<5n? 
sjf. 

Yes. 

Yes . 

How long did she work there? 

cCuantos anos trabajo allf? 

Como unos tres. 

About three years. 

Around three years. 

How many times did she come in contact with the American 
that she has identified in the book at the Casa de Susana? 

^Cuantas yeces tuvo \xsted contacto con el que lo vio asi 

alli? 

Como veintidos dias. 

About 22 days. 
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8 , 

MARTINEZ: 
PARISI: 
MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 
MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

f 

MARTINEZ : 
PARISI: 
MARTINEZ: 
PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARt/nEZ : 
PARISI: 
MARTfNEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 
PARISI: 
MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 


Around 22 days. 

Did she do business with the American? 
dHizo alguna clase de negocios con el? 

No, . .no. 

NO. 

No rn^s neqoc ie ... gue traba j o . 

No more than my work. 

Just the kind of business, you know. 

Prostitution business? 

Uh, hum. 

How many... how many times did, was there a prostitution 
business conducted between her and the American? 

cComo cuantas veces que usted. . . 

No se, no recuerdo se cuenta. 

I don't know, I don't remember the count (how many times) 

dPero m^s o menos? 

Well more or less 

No pero no recuerdo . 

No but I don^t remember. 

She doesn't remember. 

About how many? 

£ About, well mas o menos cuimtas? 

Todos? cuentole? 

All? count them? 

JUst to count - count- Ah, he met her for 22 days. 

22 days, once a day, twice a day, once every other day? 
OJna. vez al dfa? 

Sf. 

Yes. 

Yes, once a day. 
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9 . 

PARISI; 

MARTINEZ ; 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ; 

PARISI; 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ ; 

PARISI ; 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

PARISI: 

MARTfNEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 
MARTINEZ ; 
PARISI: 
MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
PARISI ; 
MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 


And how much did he pay? 
cCuanto le pago? 

Cien pesos. 

A hundred pesos. 

Did he pay in American money or Mexican money 
cPag^ en dinero americano o mexicano? 
Mexicano. 

Mexican money. 

Did he seem to have a lot of Mexican money? 
tTraia mucho dinero? 

No. 

Does she know where he got his money from? 

cSabe usted donde traia el dinero ese? 

En una bolsa. 

In a pocket. 

No, pero cde donde lo obtenia? 

No, where did he obtain it (his money) 

Ah, no. 

No, she doesn’t know. 

Did he have am automobile? 

dTraxa un carro? 

Si. 

Yes. 

Yes. 

Does she know what kind of car it was? 
cSabe qu^ clase de carro era? 

No. 
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10 . 

MARTINEZ : 
PARISI: 
MARTINEZ: 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ; 


No. 

Does she renember «^at color it waa? 
iQue color era? 

Pues , como cremlta ,sa, blanqulto 
...sort of creeun, Irtish 

Kind of whitish. 


PARISI; We *11 show her a photograph of an automobile. 

(INTERRUPTION - KNOCK AT THE DOOR) 

PARISI: Okay, we are back on. 


MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTI^Z : 

PARISI; 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

f 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO; 

PARISI: 

MEDRANO: 

•ARISI: 


Ah. will vou show her a photograph of an automobile we 
have and see if she recognizes it? 

Esta es la fotpgraf^a del carro, lo reconoce? 

Sir, la foto me la reconozco, pues, .♦ 

Yes, I recognize me in the picture,.. 

Yes, she recognizes the picture, and it was a picture 
taken by him... of her. 

She knows how this picture's taken? 

£Sabia usted gu^ le tomaron la fotografia.? 



Yes. 


...pero no salio bien. 

. . .but, it did not come but well 

Let me see that a minute ... she * s in this car? 

...no sal bien en la foto . 
the picture didn't come out well 

Oh, is this the car that the American had? 
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11 . 

MARTINEZ: 
PARIS I; 
MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ; 

PARIS I; 
MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 
MARTINEZ; 
PARIS I; 

MARTINEZ ; 
MEDRANO; 

MARt£nEZ ; 
PARIS I; 
MARt£nEZ ; 
MEDRANO; 
MARt£nEZ; 
PARIS I; 
MARt£nEZ; 
MEDRANO; 

MARt£nEZ ; 
PARIS I; 


cEs el carro del el americano? 

Does it look like his car? 

No, H^s o menos, no me recu'eydo, pero m^s o tnenos asf 
more or" less, i den*^t remember but more or less so 

More or less. She doesn’t remember very well, it looked 
like that one. 

Did the American ever ask her to buy marijuana for him? 

iAlguna vez le dijo el aunericano que le consiguiera mari- 
huana? 

No. 

No, never did 

Did the American ever get into any arguments at the Casa 
Susana? 

Alguna vez el tuvo alguno discusion con alguien? 

...el probleroa con ei negro, nada mas. 

^e problem with the black nothing more. 

Just the problem with the colored guy. 

When did, does she remember when that happened? 

cUsted recuerda cu^do paso eso? 

No, no xecuerdo. . .no, fl don’t rememberjl . .not when 

Not exactly. 

What kind of a problem was it? 

^Qu^ clase de problema fue? 

Pties, no mas porque me aqarro . 

Well, just when he grabbed me.. . 

Just because the colored guy grabbed her by the shoulder. . 
What happened? 
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12 . 


MARTINEZ: Zy, qu^ pas<$? 

MEDRANO: Pues^se fug/ negro 

Well, he left, the black. 

MARTINEZ: ^Quien? ah.. . 

Who; 

MEDRANO: Eh, el seneres se fue . 

Ah, the men left 

MARTINEZ; dQui^n el, el hegrito? 

Who the black? 

MEDRANO: Buena, a ese le sacaron y al.. . 

Well, that one, him they took our. 

MARTINEZ; f Pimet 

Tell me I 

The colored guy was taken out of the place by the other 
ah, friends, he had, sailors. 

iy_6i? 

AncThim (the other) 

En sequida se fue . 

And then he leit". 

And ah, after a little while he took off. 

The colored guy was a sailor? 

ZEl negrito era marinero? 

Si. 

Yes . 

Yes . 

How many colored, how many colored sailors were in there 

^ujfntos ah este negritos andaban? 

How many blacks „ere there? " 

Dos.. el negro ese y otro negro.... 

Another one beside the one that had the problem with Ray 

There were two colored sailors, euid were there any white 
sailors? 


MARTINEZ; 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 
PARIS I; 
MARt£nEZ ; 
MEDRANO; 

MARtInEZ : 
PARIS I: 
MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 

MARtInEZ: 

PARISI: 
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13 . 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

/ 

MARTINEZ: 
PARIS I: 
MARTINEZ : 


(iHaQsfa marineros blancos? 

s£. 

Yes. 

Yes, there were some. 

Were there more white sailors than black sailors? 
iHabia mas marineros blancos que negros? 


MEDRANO: 

PARIS I: 

MARt£nEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARt£nEZ : 
PARIS I: 
MARt/nEZ: 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
PARI SI: 


Sf. 

Yes. 

Does she know about how many sailors all together there were? 

cC^o cuMtos eran en total? 

No, no recuerdo. 

No, I don't remember. 

She doesn’t remember. 

Did the Black sailor grab her or just touch her? 

cEste..., la agarro o la jaloneo? 

No, no mas me apreto 

He just touched me (squeezed me) 

Ah, he just touched her. 

And when he touched her what did the American say? 


MEDRANO: Nada, tomaditol 1 

Nothing , he was a little drunk. 

MARTINEZ: ^ Que le digO? 

What did he say? 

MEDRANO; ...el, no dijo nada no mas. 

he didn't say einything else. 

MARTINEZ: He was kind of drunk. 

MEDRANO: Yo le digo que...asf nom^, a la pasada de esas veces que... 

ay'c6mo le dard a entender.,?Como,,,,parado asf tornado y 

se agarra y sequreunente el pedla disculpas ' ' 

I tell you (it seemed like)... as if he was just trying to 
pass by... and at that time — Oh, my how can I make you 
understand...? Well, he was drunk and tried to catch him- 
self (his balance)... And then he apologized. 

MARTINEZ; Well, actually she thinks that the colored guy was kind of 
falling down, you know, and touched her. 


MEDRANO; Y lo llevabem otros dos . . . ? 

and they carried him out... ? 


36-411 0 - 79-12 
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PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTfNEZ : 

PARISI; 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ : 
MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ : 

PARISI; 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO; 

MARt£nEZ: 

PARISI; 

MARTINEZ ; 
MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ; 

MisDRANO; 

MARt£nEZ : 


And what did the American say, when he was falling down 
and touched her? His exact words if you can remember. 

lY que le dijo el americano cuindo la toc6? 

Oh, le dijo muchas cosas. .son-a-bitch. . (laugh) - .Chicken ay 

que tantas otras cosas.. 

Oh, he said many things to him. £on-of-a-bitch. .Chicken and 
siich- other thincs ... 

Diqalet digaaiel 
Tell it! Tell me! 

Exact words / 

Son-a-bitchl ! . , , .y que se tantas otras cosas 

Son-o£-a-bitch. . . and many thing such things,, . 

Many things in English like son-of-a-bitch. 

£y que mas? 
what else? 


y se peu:6 en no mas dijo, que alia con qu^ quererl 
emd that he had, he didn't say, something there... 

And he stood up and.. that he ah, he had ah, something ah, ah 
I imagine a weapon, to take care of him with. 

Did she see the weapon? 

£Vio usted la pistola? 

si. era una chlguita 
yes, it was a little one. 

Yeah, it was a small pistol. 


Did the Americeui get mad or angry because the sailor touched 
her or because the sailor was Black? 

tSe enojo porque la toc^ a Ud? lo porque era negro? 

✓ / 

No, porque me toco 
Because he touched me . . . 

Just because he touched her .... 

. . .yo digo que por eso, verdad, porque...^ 

I say that’s what it was? 

Thats what she thinks. 
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A5. 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ 
PARISI: 
MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 
PARISI : 

MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MEDRANO: 

MARt£nEZ : 

PARISI : 

MARTfNEZ : 

MEDRANO: 


Did she have a special relationship with the American, did 
they have plans to get married or anything like that? 


^Ten^an planes, ^1 y usted, de casarse? 

Pues, yo le decfa que si, pero, no, nunca pens^ que que 

tan era. . , ' 

Hell, he would tell me that but I never considered that, , . 

He used to tell her yes but never thought of getting married. 

The American asked her to marry him. 

ILe propuso matrimonio 4la usted? 


Sf. 

Tes. 

Yes. 

How often during the day did she see the American, one hour, 
two hours, three hours? 

cComo cuwto tiempo lo vefa a el durante el dia? 

En la noche . 

At night. 

At night time. 

£Por cuanto tiempo? 

For how long? 

Un ah, yma hora y medfa 
Ah, an hour and a half.. . 

...y en el dia veces que iba a llevarme a pasear. 

...emd in the daytime he would take me for a ride. 

...and during the daytime he use to go and pick her up and 
taUce her to have a ride. 

Did the American ever explain to her where he obtained 
the pistol she saw? 

^Nunca le dijo el americano donde compro la pistola o c<$mo 
la obtuvrf? 

No nunca. _ 

No never . 
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16 . 


PARIS I; 
MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

/ 

MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ ; 
PARIS I; 
MARTINEZ; 


Did she ever see the American with a rifle? 

Nunca vi6 al americano con un rifle? 

No nunca. 

No, never. 

No, never. 

Did the American ever ask her or anyone else in the 
Casa Susana where he could buy marijuana? 

Nunca pregunto el a usted o a otra personas de donde 
conseguir marihuana? 

No, nunca. « . 

No, never. . . 

No never did . , . 

porque nunca platicaba con nadie. . . 

because he never conversed with anyone... 

Because he didn't talk to nobody. .. just to her. 

Did, she ever see him smoke marihuana? 

Lo vio usted fumar marihuana? 


MEDRANO: No. 

MARTINEZ: No, never did. 

PARISI: Did the American ever ask her to buy any kind of narcotics, 

or where you could buy it? 

MARTINEZ: cNunca le' pregunt(^ a listed de d^nde conseguir otra clase de 
- narcoticos? 

MEDRANO; Nunca. ' 

Never 

MARTINEZ : Nunca . . . never . 


PARISI: Oripfi she know the names nf any r>f the other airls at. the 

Casa Susana? 

MA^jraEZ: Recuerda usted el nombre de alaunas de las otras muchachas 
que trabaijaron all^ 
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17 . 

MEDWJIO: 


MARTINEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTfNEZ: 

MEDRANO; 

MARTi^Z : 
PARISI ; 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

HARt£nEZ: 
PARISI: 
y TINEx: 
MEDRANO: 


No, no recuerdo. . .nadie. Pues, si los viefa, pues, ah, s^ 
recordaba verlas las viera, nombres si recordara, peso 

VO ya me separ^ de eso v. . . 

No, I don't remember ... anyone well, if I were tosee them 
I could recall their names, but not without seeing them, 
because I retired some time ago. 


She might remember if she sees the girls again. Her names 
or her face, 

... she doesn't know them by name? 

...but she is retired..ever since. 

Was she ever questioned by any police officials about the 
Martin Luther King assassination? 

tAlguna vez ha sido interrogada por algiln polic^a americano 
o mexicano? 


No.., mexicano, sfi ame ricano No ! ; 

...Mexicans yesi Americans no! 

Just by Mexican officers, not by Americans. 

She was never questioned by any... she was only spoken to by 
Mexican officers? 

^Solamente policfas mexicanos? 

mexicanos . 

Mexicans. 

How many Mexican officers? 

icuantos mexicanos? 

Dos! 

Two! 

Two 

Does she remember what they looked like? 

dComo el como? Que tipo ten^an? Como eran? 

Pues, chaparro, no es chaparro ni alto, moreno . . . pelo chino 
Weil, chuLby no too chubby nor tall, brown, .. .curly hair^ 
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MARTINEZ; Yes- 

PARISI: What kind does she remember? 
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19. 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

PARISI: 

y 

MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 

MARTfNEZ : 
PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

sasiz 

MARTINEZ: 


^Que clase de credenCiales eran, como esta? 

What kind of crendentials were they., like this? 

No, no la recuerdo, no la recuerdo . . . pa Que 

No, I don't remember it, I don't remember if they were like 

that. 

She doesn't remember. 

Did anyone from the movies or any authors come to talk to 
her about this? 

Algunas gentes que hicieran peliculas o que quieren hacer 
peliculas o que escriben libros vinieron a hablar con usted? 


No, never did. 

No, porque no.se enteran que me. . . Hamaba Irma La Douce y me 

crei un fue un programs de cine . 

No, because they would not know me because I called myself 
Irma La Douce, I believe was a movie program. 

Were the police who questioned her from Mexico City?.... 
does she remember if the police that questioned her were 
from Mexico City? 

Este, los policies que le interrogaron, eran de Mexico... 
de la capital? 

si. no s4 si sean de~ Guadalajara sean de Mexi co. 

Yes... no, I don't know if they were from Guadalajara or 
from Mexico City. 

She doesn't know if they were from Guadalajara or Mexico City. 
How many times, or what period of time if she can remember, 
was she with the American? From what month to what month, 
if she can remember? 

Se acuerda m^s o menos en las fechas que cuando usted conocio 
a el y anduvo con el? 

No, no nunca l^Yec uerdo . 

No, no I never remember. 

No, she doesn't remember the dates exactly. 

But it was about 22 days, is that what she said before? 

Este cuanto tiempo, unos 22 dias, lo conoci<T? 
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MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I: 
MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I; 
MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 


si, mas o memos. 

Yes, more or less. 

22 days. 

During that 22 days does she know about how much money 
the American gave her? 

Este, como cu^nto dinero le dar^a en los 22 dfas, m^s o 
menos? 

urn, pues, era da tecera dia. .. 

Weil, he would give every third day . . . 

...once every other day... 

cuantobeda? 

How much did he give? 

Cien pesos. 

100 pesos 

A hundred pesos. 

Y, un dia. si, y otro dia no ! y, es sJi. ..era no 
one day yes, and the other no, and the other yes... would be 
no (he'd pay one day and not the next and then the next, that's 
how it was) 

One day he used to go and then... 

no mucho no. 
not much. 

not very much money, just a 100 pesos. 

Every other day? 

Every other day. 

For that period of time? 

Sfl Durante tres de tiempo iba cada tres dia? 

For that period 

SjT, y, a jveces dJTa.^ no ^ecu erdo. a iba veces diario, y veces 
otros dfas, si, asi,asi, . . . siempre se lo esperaba que no 

desocupara qne coche... | 

Yes, and day taine, I don‘t remember (when) some days he 
would go (come b y) just so so,,, he would always wait if I wasn"»t 
busy/ wi^ the car. " 
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a. 

MARTINEZ; 
PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ ; 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 
PARISI; 
MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

PARISI: 

✓ 

MARTINEZ: 
MEDRANO: 
MARTINEZ : 
ARISI: 
MARTINEZ ; 


Yes, he use to wait for her most of the time. 

Did she ever go to Mismaloya Beach with Ray, ah with the 
American? 

iSe fue con un americano a la playa de Mismaloya? 


Sf. 

Yes. 

Yes. 

Can she tell us what happened that day....? 

cQue paso ese dfa allf en Mismaloya? 

Nada. 

Nothing 

. . pero tomar on? 

No, no m£s le, no^ le no~ gustaba tomar en asi, fuera, de allx, 

no le gustaba. . ~ " 

No, he didn't like to go for drinks, outside of 'there ^ 
he didn't like... 

Fuera de donde . 

Out of where 

de..de..pues de donde yo trabajaba . 
well from where I use to work. 

Outside of the Casa de Susana he usually didn't drink. 

Tomamos coke a refresco. 

We drank coke o refreshments. 

When they went to Mismaloya Beach did they go in the 
American's car? 

Cuando fueron a Mismaloya, fueron en carro el americano? 

Si, en un carro. 

Yes. 

Was anyone else with her? 
iQuien m^s iba con ustedes? 
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2 . 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 
PARIS I: 
MEDRANO: 

✓ 

MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I; 

MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 

MART^EZ : 
PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 
VRISI: 
MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 


Bueno, la prinera vez, iba un mesero, no nuf^no recuerdo. .conio 

se llama. ' ■ ' ~ 

Well, the first time a waiter went but I don't remember his 
name. 

A waiter, she doesn't remember his name. 

Where was he from? 

Y ya . . . 

And, . . . 


De donde a el? 

...De alli, de Vallarta, de allf, de casa de Susana. 

From there, from Vallarta from there, the Casa Susana 

He use to work at Casa Susana. 

Did they do anything that day, did anybody take any 
pictures, or did they have a picnic, what did they do at the 
beach? 

cQue hicieron alli’ en la playa cuando fueron? 

Nada . . 

Nothing . . 

^eh tomaron foto, fotografias? 
did you take pictures? 

No, no mas esta fue la unica que me tomo pero cuando lo fuimos 

solos 

^ust once' (time)~he'^ took one but when we were alone’. 

Just one picture emd they were alone. 

During the incident with the sailors, how does she know they 
were sailors. . .were they dressed in uniforms? 

icaaio se inform© usted si eran marineros? 

Porque lleqaron en barcos, no en barcos chiquitos. 

Because they arrived in boats, small boats. 

Because a boat had come to town. 

Were they in uniform or... 

^ran andab«m en uni forme? 

No... 
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MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
PARISI: 
MARTINEZ: 
MEDRANO : 

MARTINEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTfNEZ: 

PARISI: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
PARISI: 
MARTINEZ: 
MEDRANO: 

. RTINEZ: 
MARTINEZ: 


No... They didn't have no uniform. 

Civilians ... 

...like civilians. 

No, m£l no a recuerdo los eh. que barco era. 

No, I don't remember what boat. 

She does not remember the name of the boat. 

Did she ever see Ray's pistol.. ah, the American's pistol again? 

Este. . .volvio a ver usted otra vez a parte a ver la plstola? 

Sx, un d/a que me la sac<f a mi . 

Yes one day he put it (pull it) to me . 

The one (once) that ah he pulled it.. to her. 

When was this? 

cCuando fue eso? 

Mira, cuando ya no guise andar con €\, 

Well (look) when (one time) I didn*t want to go with him. 

When she didn't want to go along with him. 

To marry him? 

Porgue me asust^ 

'He scared me. ; . ' 

ipero le propuso matrimonio? 

Si. 

Yii’. 

She (he) proposed her marriage. 

Can she describe the pistol? 
iPuede describir la pistola como era? 

Una chiquita. .chiquita. . .no,no. . . 

Kind of small.. 

firillosa. ♦ 

Shinny. . . 7 
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24 . 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ ; 
PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

PARIS I; 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 

PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 

PARISI; 

/ 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ; 

RISI: 

✓ 

MARTINEZ: 


NO/ no yo la vefa ese oscur o. 

No... 1 saw it in the dark 

...she saw it that time in the darkness. 

Did Ray, did the American ever say anything to her about 
Blacks during . . , ? 

^Nunca le dijo nada de los negritos? 

No, nunca . 

No, never. 

No, never. 

Did he ever discuss politics with her? 
dNunca discuti^ politica con usted? 


No. 

Did she ever see him smoke marijuana? 

£Nunca le vio fumar marihuana? 

No, 

Never. 

Did he ever talk to her about his family? 
iNUnca le platico de su familia? 

No. 

We have to change the tape... Okay, did he ever talk to 
you about where he worked? 

^Nunca le dijo donde trabajaba? 


No 

Did he ever tell her about where he lived in the United 
States? 

dNunca le dijo d^nde viv^a en los Estados unidos? 



185 


-^ 5 . 

MEDRANO: 
PARISI: 
MARTINEZ: 
MEDRANO: 
MARTINEZ : 
PARISI : 
MARTINEZ: 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

PARISI: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

PARISI : 

. MARTINEZ: 
MEDRANO: 
y 

JVRTINEZ : 
MEDRANO: 
MARTINEZ: 


NO. 

Did he ever talk about religion? 

<LNunca le habl6 a la religion? 

No. 

No. 

What did he talk about? 

cDe que le se hablaba a us ted? 

Todas las cos as asi, . . . 

All sorts of things.... 

Things with no importance... 

...y casi si no platicaba porque casi no le entendfa. 
never really conversed because I didn't understeuid him. 

and she didn't understand English. 

Did he ever tell her when he was leaving Puerto Vallarta? 
iNunca dijo cuando se iba de Puerto Vallarta? 

No. 

Never. 

Tell her where he was going? 
iNi le dijo adonde iba? 

No. 

Nah. 

Did he tell her that he would be back? 

(fEl le dijo que iba a regresar? 

s(, dijo que iba a regresar, pero... 

Yes, he said he would return .... . 

Yeedi, he said that he was craning back 

. . . iba> a ir a un asunto y ya regrosa, 

A® Jsg? kTnV 
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26. 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 

PARIS I: 
MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 
MARTfNEZ ; 

PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ ; 
MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 


MARTINEZ : 

PARIS I: 
l^TINEZ: 
PARIS I : 

ARTINEZ: 
PARI5I: 
MARTINEZ : 


seguramente, yo me figure. 


como...iba a trabajar. 


...well I figured that he was going back to work. 


...actually not business and she imagined that he was going 
back to work. 

Did he tell her what kind of business? 

^No le dilo cfu^ clase de negocio iba a traer, o qu^ asunto? 
Did he tell you what kind of business he had to conduct or 
what matter? 

No. 


During what periods of time did she work at the Casa 
Susana, does she remember the years? 

cSe tcuerda us ted los anos que estuvo en la Casa Susana? 

Tres anos. 

Three years. 

j^terior a esta fecha? . . .que lo conoci(^ a el? 

Sfiiace XftJks date (time) ?, Twhen you knew him? 

Bueno, um bueno no...dos urn bueno, tres anos porqu^ 

no m^s por lo que dur^ all^, no mi(a no a recuerdo si, bueno ya 

recuerdo que me salf de alll, reqrese pero ya no volvf allf', 

regresd^ no mas una vez. . , 

Weil, two, no three years, no more there, but, yes I 
remember I left there and returned once then I 
left and never came |went;P back. 

. . . she went back to work for eight days and never did come 
back again. 

Did he ever tell her where he lived? ... 

How's that? 

Did he ever tell her where he lived. . .vrfien he was in Puerta 
Vallarta? 

Who? The American? 
yeah. The American. 

Nunca le dijo a usted al americano donde vivfa? 

(Did you ever tell the American where you lived?) 
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27 . 

MEDRANO; 

MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I: 
MARTINEZ ; 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 
PARIS I: 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO; 

MARTiNEZ: 
MEDRANO: V 

PARIS I; 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

PARIS I; 

MARTINEZ: 

MEDRANO: 

MARTINEZ: 

PARISI: 

•'JVRTINEZ; 

MEDRANO: 
I'ARTINTS : 
MARTINEZ: 


No , nunca . 

No , never . 

No , never . 

Did she ever find out where he lived? 

Nunca supo 4l este su direcci(!?n aquf en Puerto Vall arta? 
(Question was understood by Manuela to mean did the Amer ican 
know where she stayed) 

No. No mas sabfa que era de Atotonilco, pero no.... 

No, but he knew I was from Atotonilco, but no.... 

No. He knew that she was from this hometown. 

Did he tell her where he was staying in Pi/erto Vallarta? 

Like what hotel..? 

dA usted le dijo en qu^ hotel vivia en Puerto Vallarta? 

Nunca supe . 

Never knew. 

Never did find out. 

Este, nunca supe en ctfal hotel se estarfa. 

' NeveF knew in Which hotel he was staying in. 

Do you ever remember seeing the American with a lot of 
money? 

iNunca'se acuerda haber vis to al americano con mucho dinero? 

No. Llevaba no mas dolares que llevaba y se gastaba y. . . 
spend^ didn't carry a lot of money, what he carried he used to 

Just that he was spending money. 

Did he act like a... was it American money or Mexican money? 

<> Dinero americano o mexicano? 

Mexicano • 

Mexicam money . 

When she was in his company did he act like a big shot, 
out going, or was he quiet and introverted? 

Este^cuando usted andaba con el, era un persona calmada, 
hombre? 

Si, calmada hombre (Xes, calm^^iet^an) 

Yes, he was a quiet man, 

Un poco timido? 

A little shy t 



MEDRANO: 


MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I: 
PARIS I; 

MARTINEZ : 

MEDRANO: 
MARTINEZ : 
PARIS I; 

MARTINEZ : 


s£, un poco. 

Yes, a little. 

Kind of shy. 

Anyone have any questions? 

Did he ever tell you if he was going to do business alone 
or with someone else? 

dNunca dijo si se iba a hacer negocios 4l solo o con otra 
persona? 


No, never did. 

Okay, it's uh, 9:30 p.m., Mexican time, and the interview 
is terminated. Thank you, Senora. 

Son las nueve y quince ha terroinado la grabacio'n. 


(End of interview and tape) . 
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Mr. Blakey. In addition, Mr. Chairman, I would ask that a 
photograph of Ms. Morales be inserted in the record at this point 
as MLK exhibit F-175 and be appropriately displayed at this time. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record and displayed. 

[The information follows:] 



MLK Exhibit F-175 
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Mr. Blakey. Ms. Morales was born on January 15, 1944. In the 
fall of 1967 she was employed at the Casa Susana, and during a 3- 
week period she was in the company of James Earl Ray almost 
every day. It would be appropriate at this time, Mr. Chairman, to 
hear the testimony of Ms. Morales via tape recording. 

The committee made an effort to see if she could come to the 
United States. She preferred to be heard by tape. 

Chairman Stokes. You may proceed. 

[Tape recording played.] 

Mr. Blakey, Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the tape itself be 
included in the record as MLK exhibit F-173A. 

The Chairman. Without objection, it may be so entered. 

[The tape recording referred to above as MLK F-173a is main- 
tained in committee files.] 

Mr. Blakey. Since a careful analysis of the evidence tends to call 
into question the support for some of the incidents generally cited 
to establish a pattern of personal racial animosity by Ray, the 
committee probed other possibilities. It examined, for example, a 
theory that an answer could be found in the psychological makeup 
of James Earl Ray, himself. Authors and the Department of Justice 
task force have attached some credence to the idea that motive 
could be drawn from the personality of the convicted assassin, their 
point having been supported by a psychiatric examination of ^y 
in 1966. It concluded that he was a sociopathic personality with 
antisocial behavior patterns and was suffering from anxiety and 
depression. 

The committee found evidence that Ray was, in fact, quite con- 
cerned about his image; a man with a need to improve himself and 
his interpersonal relationships. While in California in late 1967 
and early 1968, Ray saw a psychologist six times, visited a h}q)no- 
tist, and enrolled in dancing school, all apparent attempts to im- 
prove his image. 

The theory has also been offered that Ray was ego-driven to 
become a big man in the criminal world, that he was obsessed with 
making the FBFs 10-most-wanted list, which ironically he did fol- 
lowing the assassination of Dr. King. 

Psychological theories must, however, remain in the realm of 
speculation, for no one is equipped to do more than cite the state- 
ments of earlier investigations until Ray himself submits to a 
comprehensive psychological examination, or so our panel of psy- 
chologists told us, an examination which would also probably have 
to include from Ray his explanation of why he killed Dr. King, an 
act that Ray himself currently denies. Indeed, as it was noted 
yesterday, consideration was given by the committee to submitting 
the available psycholo^cal evidence to a panel of experts for an 
evaluation, but the project was dropped when the committee was 
advised by those experts not to expect useful results. 

Finally, it has also been speculated that the motive was perhaps 
financial. The committee received reports that rumors of a bounty 
on Dr. King’s head were circulated at Missouri State Penitentiary 
when Ray was there, though the committee was unable to docu- 
ment them unequivocally. Four MSP inmates did tell the FBI of 
Ray’s knowledge of an offer ranging from $10,000 to $1 million 
from an alleged business group. One of the inmates also told the 
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committee that Ray told him in 1964 of an offer “to knock King 
off/’ but he was unable or unwilling to testify as to the amount or 
the source. Another of the four inmates said he could not recall 
hearing any remarks by Ray about an offer, and the committee 
was unable to locate the other two inmates. But, it is worth noting 
that in executive session before the committee, Ray’s brother Jerry 
did state that James always operated “on n money angle.” Since a 
financial motive automatically suggests conspiracy, it will itself be 
the subject of further evidence at a later hearing. 

Having considered motive, Mr. Chairman, it is now appropriate 
to focus the committee’s attention on the question of conspiracy. 
That is to say, the possible involvement of others besides James 
Earl Ray, himself. 

This indeed will be the subject of the remaining 12 days of the 
presentation to the committee by the staff' of the evidence in the 
case. 

While it is true that the investigation has placed equal emphasis 
on all issues that have been raised in the assassination of Dr. 
Martin Luther King, as you have noted — an accurate accounting of 
what happened in Memphis, the identificaUon of the assassin, the 
performance of the agencies, as well as conspiracy — it can also be 
persuasively argued that the suggestion of a plot against Dr. King, 
a noted civil rights leader, have done most to create an uneasy 
feeling among the American people. In fact, a number of widely 
publicized suspicions surrounding Dr. King’s death have convinced 
many that the truth has yet to emerge. That fact, more than any 
other, probably led to the formation of this committee. 

Consequently, the committee has made a major effort to explore 
the implications of the alleged mysterious incidents or circum- 
stances, especially those that suggest an as-yet-unrevealed conspir- 
acy. To some of them, there were, of course, readily available 
answers that immediately clarified in an innocent fashion the sin- 
ister implications that some had seen, but others could not be so 
easily explained away. They are the ones on which evidence will be 
introduced for the committee’s evaluation in the days ahead. 

It is not surprising that much of the s]3eculation has revolved 
around Ray himself, since he almost certainly had to be a principal 
figure in any plot — assassin or patsy. It has been rightly noted, for 
example, that in other criminal undertakings, Ray was markedly 
inept, while in the assassination and flight that followed, he appar- 
ently showed both cunning and resourcefulness. In addition, his 
record hardly shows a tendency toward personal violence. Armed 
robbery, it is argued, is not contract murder. When you come down 
to it, so the argument goes, he just does not seem like the type of 
person who would plot and execute — on his own — the coldblooded 
murder of a nationally renowned leader. So when, if it is accepted, 
as the evidence apparently requires, that Ray pulled the trigger, so 
the argument goes, there is a natural tendency to speculate that 
Ray was supported and directed by some sort of more sophisticated 
group. 

In this context, the committee has pursued numerous specific 
incidents or sets of circumstance, most of which has been cited by 
critics of the FBI investigation as suggestive of a possible conspir- 
acy. They will be enumerated here today iis a preface to the sue- 
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ceeding hearings, and where appropriate, considered in the hear- 
ings themselves. 

1. ESCAPE FROM MISSOURI STATE PENITENTIARY 

The very circumstances of Ray’s escape in April 1967 suggest he 
had help, but the question may be asked, was it related in any way 
to the assassination? In other words, was the escape the first step 
in a year-long series of sinister events designed from the outset to 
eliminate Dr. King? And, was there official complicity, either on 
the part of the Missouri State Prison authorities, or, as has been 
charged by Mark Lane, the author of Code Name “Zorro” and 
Ray’s attorney, by the FBI itself? 

2. FINANCIAL SUPPORT 

Following his escape and prior to the assassination, Ray traveled 
extensively through the United States, Canada, and Mexico. He 
bought several expensive items, including a $2,000 car, over $300 
worth of photographic equipment, new clothes, and dancing les- 
sons. After the assassination, he purchased airline tickets from 
Canada to Europe to Portugal and back to England. A conservative 
estimate of his expenses overall is $9,600, although he is thought to 
have had little cash at the time of his escape from Missouri State 
Prison, and he only worked for 6 weeks legitimately over a 14- 
month period. 

The FBI could find no answer to the funding question, despite an 
extensive field investigation, and the Justice Department task force 
wrote in 1977, “ * * * the source of Ray’s funds remain a mystery 
today.” 

3. RAY’S PLASTIC SURGERY 

On March 5, 1968, just 3 weeks before the assassination, Ray 
paid $200 for plastic surgery, specifically a nasal tip revision. By 
that date, he had apparently decided to move east from Los An- 
geles, since he turned down an offer of a bartending job later that 
month. A March 17 change-of-address notice indicates he knew he 
was headed for Atlanta, Dr. King’s home. 

It has been suggested that the price of the surgery — $200 — was 
less than the going rate for the operation, a possibility that led in 
turn to speculation that Ray’s surgery was simply one more step in 
a sophisticated criminal conspiracy. 

4. VIOLENCE IN THE MARCH AND DR. KING’S MOTEL IN MEMPHIS 

It has been charged that the FBI deliberately set up Dr. King for 
the assassination by maneuvering him back to Memphis by creat- 
ing violence in his otherwise peaceful march on behalf of the 
sanitation workers and then tricked him from one hotel to an- 
other — from the relatively secure high-rise Rivermont Holiday Inn 
in Memphis, to the less-secure Lorraine. Dr. King was convinced by 
FBI trickery, the charge goes, that his position in the Black com- 
munity would be compromised if he persisted in staying at luxuri- 
ous, white-owned accommodations. 

Moreover, it has been charged that Dr. King was purposefully 
placed in room 306, the only room to which a marksman in the 
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roominghouse bathroom would have had an unobstructed view. A 
white man disguised as a Black man and posing as ail official of 
SCLC is alleged to have requested that Dr. King be assigned to 306. 

5. DR. KING’S SECURITY DETAIL 

Questions have been raised by the actions of a seven-man secu- 
rity detail that was to have provided security for Dr. King in 
Memphis. Does its removal indicate official complicity on the part 
of the Memphis police? 

On the afternoon of April 3, 1968, the day Mr. King returned to 
Memphis, the detail was disbanded. On April 4, hours before the 
assassination, tact units of police cars assigned to patrol the vicini- 
ty of the Lorraine were also pulled out, and shortly thereafter a 
Black policeman, allegedly assigned to a security post in the rear of 
the firestation overlooking Dr. King’s room, was relieved and sent 
home. 

In addition, on the evening before the assassination, two firemen, 
the only two Blacks assigned to the station adjacent to the Lor- 
raine, were transferred to other stations. 

These actions by the Memphis authorities, to be introduced for 
the committee’s evaluation, subsequently, have fanned the flames 
of suspicion of official complicity in a conspiracy. Similar charges 
have been made in connection with the events that followed the 
assassination. 

6. RAY’S ESCAPE FROM MEMPHIS 

At the moment Dr. King was felled by the sniper’s bullet, there 
were from 53 to 66 law enforcement officers within a mile’s radius 
of the Lorraine Motel. One tact unit, consisting of 12 men, was 
posted at the adjacent firestation, just 100 yards away. One officer 
at a surveillance post was only 200 feet from Dr. King, and an 
undercover officer, incredibly, was in the motel parking lot, just a 
few feet away. 

Despite the proximity to Dr. King of this apparent mass of police 
personnel, and even though MPD tactical units were deployed to 
react swiftly in an emergency, the assassin was able to leave the 
roominghouse from where he fired the shot, drop a bundle contain- 
ing the murder weapon in a doorway, escape by car from Memphis 
and drive through four States to Atlanta where he abandoned the 
car. His ability to avoid detection has added to the suspicion that 
the Memphis police officials themselves were involved in the 
murder, a suspicion that has even been voiced by members of the 
city’s police department itself. 

Why were there no roadblocks placed on major arteries out of 
the city? Why was no all points bulletin broadcast? These are the 
sorts of questions that have been asked, and perhaps legitimately 
so. 

Contributing further to the mystery was a CB broadcast heard 
just 35 minutes after the assassination, in which an operator trans- 
mitted a series of alerts to the effect that he was in hot pursuit of a 
white Mustang (the type of car that Ray was driving) carrying the 
possible killer of Dr. King. It has been charged that the broadcast 
was an attempt to divert police to the northeastern part of Mem- 
phis, while the assassin escaped in another direction. 
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7. REMOVAL OF TREES AND UNDERBRUSH 

There have been accusations that on April 5, 1968, the day after 
the assassination, trees and underbrush to the rear of the rooming 
house at 422 V 2 Main Street, Memphis, were chopped down. The 
foliage, so this story goes, had obstructed the line of fire from the 
second-floor bathroom of the roominghouse from which, the official 
investigation concluded, Ray had fired the fatal shot. The thrust of 
the allegation is, of course, that Ray never fired the shot, and his 
innocence would have been established if the trees and the under- 
brush had been allowed to stand. The trees were, therefore, cut 
down to facilitate the conviction of the patsy, James Earl Ray. 

8. ALIASES AND PASSPORTS 

Within days of the assassination, James Earl Ray was in Canada, 
and by May 6, he had assumed two new aliases, George Ramon 
Sneyd and Paul Bridgman. By this time he had also obtained birth 
certificates for both Sneyd and Bridgman and secured a Canadian 
passport under Sneyd's name, purchased a round trip Toronto to 
London to Toronto airline ticket and departed North America. 

Ray’s activities in Canada raise these questions: Was it mere 
coincidence that four of his aliases — Sneyd and Bridgman, as well 
as Eric S. Galt and John Willard — were names of living persons 
who resided in metropolitan Toronto? How was it that the four 
Canadians shared noticeably physical similarities? Did the seeming 
ease with which Ray obtained a Canadian passport suggest any 
official connections? How had Ray, a man who had bungled simple 
street crimes, managed such a sophisticated escape maneuver with 
impressive efficiency? Had he, perhaps, utilized the services of an 
underworld alias ring, or did he have intelligence community con- 
nections? 

9. RAY’S GUILTY PLEA 

After Ray’s arrest, there was hope that many of these unan- 
swered questions would be resolved during his trial for the murder 
of Dr. King. Surely, it was suggested, as the adversary process 
pitted Shelby County District Attorney Philip Canale against veter- 
an defense attorney Percy Foreman, the truth would emerge. But, 
in a surprise move, Ray pled guilty and got 99 years for first-degree 
murder. No light was shed on the case by the government’s simple 
recitation of basic facts, and the only hint that there was more to 
the assassination came in a curious disclaimer by the defendant 
himself. Ray merely stated disagreement with Attorney General 
Ramsey Clark and FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover “on this conspir- 
acy thing.” He was not asked to elaborate, nor did he, at that time. 

So another question was added to the lengthening list. Had Fore- 
man — Ray’s own attorney and a Texas friend of Attorney General 
Ramsey Clark — pled his client guilty as part of an official conspir- 
acy to silence Ray? 


10. EYEWITNESS TESTIMONY 

Subsequent to Ray’s plea, it was also charged that an eyewitness 
to the assassination itself— a woman who could supposedly identify 
the individual who fled the bathroom from which the fatal shot 
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was fired — was taken by the police and confined illegally in a 
mental hospital to silence her. 

Here, too, the spector of official complicity — police, court, and 
hospital officials — was squarely raised. 

Taken together, these unanswered questions weave a sinister 
story. Ray is broken out of prison, either as an assassin or a patsy, 
he is given financial support, plastic surgery, a car and a gun, 
while arrangements are made for a ticket out of the country and a 
false passport. Meanwhile, Dr. King is lured back to Memphis by 
the actions of agents provocateur, who turn a peaceful march into 
a violent confrontation, and Dr. King is set up for the assassination 
in an insecure motel, his security is withdrawn, and he is felled by 
one deadly shot. The escape of the assassin is facilitated by police 
inaction and a fake CB broadcast. Ray is caught, convicted or 
framed, but in any event, silenced. What is suggested here are the 
actions of a sophisticated group that must, almost of necessity, 
involve officials of the government. The implications of these sug- 
gestions, if only some of them are true, would be frightening indeed 
for a free and democratic society. 

These, then, are questions, Mr. Chairman, that the committee 
will hear evidence on today and in later hearings. Some, but not 
many, can be dismissed quickly. The committee’s investigators 
have found, for example, that a suggestion of official complicity is 
unlikely in the escape from the Missouri State Penitentiary. It has 
been suggested, for example, as key evidence of official complicity 
that a wanted poster issued by the prison after Ray’s escape in 
1967 bore incorrect fingerprints. Nevertheless, the committee 
learned that once the mistake was discovered, a new poster was 
immediately issued. The committee’s investigation shows, it may be 
concluded — although the ultimate question obviously is up to the 
committee — the mistake was apparently innocent. 

In addition, the committee addressed the question of Ray’s plas- 
tic surgery in California shortly before the assassination. While it 
is likely that Ray was, in fact, attempting to alter his appearance, 
the investigation was unable to uncover any evidence — either in 
Ray’s choice of a surgeon or the amount he paid for the oper- 
ation-— that the surgery itself was part of a wider assassination 
conspiracy that perhaps included the doctor himself. There is, of 
course, reason to believe that Ray desired to change his appearance 
shortly before leaving for Atlanta, Dr. King’s home, but there is 
nothing to indicate that he did not accomplish locating the doctor 
on his own. As to charges that the surgeon was in on the conspir- 
acy or that he charged less than the going rate for the operation, 
they can be said to be unfounded. The investigation has established 
that the doctor is a well-respected man in his profession, and the 
price he charged Ray was in line with the regular rates going for 
such surgery at the time it was performed. 

It is appropriate, therefore, Mr. Chairman, to turn to more diffi- 
cult questions. 

The committee knew from the outset that if there proved to be 
substantial validity to any of the key allegations of official complic- 
ity in Mernphis, then there was every likelihood of a conspiracy of 
the most sinister and troubling sort to murder Dr. King, a conspir- 



200 

acy that probably involved high officials of government — local, 
State or Federal. 

If, indeed. Dr. King was intentionally maneuvered into a vulner- 
able position at the relatively insecure Lorraine Motel. 

If, indeed, he was purposefully and systematically stripped of 
police protection. 

If, indeed, the roominghouse at 422 V 2 South Main Street was 
knowingly ignored by Memphis police after Dr. King was shot. 

If, indeed, to assist the assassin in his flight, the pursuit of the 
assassin was deliberately less than aggressive — roadblocks were not 
erected and an all-points bulletin not broadcast. 

If, indeed, the police radio network was penetrated to divert the 
chase. 

If, indeed, to facilitate the conviction of a patsy, the trees and 
foliage that would have blocked the line of fire from the rooming- 
house to the Lorraine were cut down the day after the assassina- 
tion. 

The implication of this litany of allegations are disturbing. Nev- 
ertheless, the committee has had no choice but to consider them 
and their implications. 

The committee first reviewed the charge leveled by Mark Lane 
and others that Dr. King was steered to the Lorraine by news 
accounts, inspired by FBI COINTELPRO propaganda criticizing 
him for patronizing the plush white-owned Holiday Inn on his 
March 28-29 visit to Memphis. To support his case, Mr. Lane, in 
Code Name “Zorro”, quotes a reporter for the Memphis Press- 
Scimitar to the effect that Dr, King had never stayed at the black- 
owned Lorraine prior to his April 3-4 trip to Memphis. 

In fact, the investigation revealed that the FBI did, as part of its 
propaganda campaign against Dr. King, prepare a press release on 
March 29, taking him to task for staying at the Holiday Inn. In 
turn, this criticism was echoed in newspapers around the country, 
although the investigation was unable to determine concretely if 
the news stories were the direct result of the FBI release, as 
opposed to other sources. The evidence was at least ambiguous. 
How this question must be ultimately resolved, of course, is up to 
the committee. 

The committee also obtained its account of Dr. King’s trip to 
Memphis with respect to his choice of accommodations, not from 
the press, but from his close associates at the time, including his 
confidante, Dr. Ralph Abernathy, as this committee will recall 
from Dr. Abernathy’s testimony in August. This investigation 
found that Dr. King, in fact, normally stayed at the Lorraine when 
in Memphis, but for March 28, reservations were made for him at 
the Peabody Hotel by the national union of which the striking 
sanitation workers local was a part, since the union was using the 
Peabody as an unofficial headquarters. 

On the other hand. Dr. King was divertf d to the Holiday Inn by 
motorcycle policemen, a precaution, according to the Memphis 
police department, in view of the outbreak of violence during a 
labor march on the morning of March 28, Again, the committee 
will ultimately have to decide if it ought to be inferred from the 
evidence that Dr. King’s decision to stay at the Lorraine on April 
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3-4 was a return to his normal routine, not, as has been alleged, an 
abrupt action in response to a conspiratorial ruse. 

As to the allegations that Dr. King was not only lured to the 
Lorraine, but that he was placed in room 306 because it presented 
a good target to a sniper in the roominghouse, the committee was 
told by Dr. Abernathy, it will recall in its August hearings, that 
306 was normally reserved for Dr. King when he stayed at the 
Lorraine. Here, too, the committee will have to decide if the sinis- 
ter becomes innocent when closely examined. 

Turning to the more serious question of police protection of Dr. 
King and security provided for him on April 3-4. 

Here, the committee was especially concerned about charges that 
have been raised in connection with Edward E. Redditt, a Black 
police detective who was removed from his post at the firestation 
adjacent to the Lorraine shortly before the assassiination. 

Conspiratorial implications with regard to the removal of Detec- 
tive Redditt have been proposed by Mark Lane in Code Name 
‘‘Zorro’', and I quote: 

The Reverend Samuel Kyles asked the police to assi^ Ed Redditt, a black 
Memphis detective, to provide security for Dr. King. Redditt was assi^ed and set 
up the police command post at the fire station because of its proximity to the 
Lorraine and because it provided security from the Invaders and others who wanted 
no police, black or white, on the scene. 

Mr. Chairman, I would ask at this time that MLK exhibit F-16, 
already inserted into the record, be appropriately displayed. It is a 
photograph of the assassination scene, and, on a blowup of it, the 
location of the fire station can be clearly seen. The fire station is in 
the lower right-hand side of the photograph; the ILorraine Motel is 
in the center of the photograph. It would also facilitate the commit- 
tee's understanding of this issue if a drawing, already entered in 
the record as F-19 also be displayed at this time. 

The committee has undertaken to ascertain the meaning of the 
transfers of two Black firemen, Floyd Newsum and Novell E. Wal- 
lace, from the fire station adjacent to the Lorraine, who, it has 
been suggested, were removed to facilitate the ass£issination. 

Detective Redditt was a member of the Memphis Police Depart- 
ment from December 1960 to July 1971. He was promoted from 
patrolman to detective in September 1965. 

In May 1967, Detective Redditt was appointed assistant director 
of the community relations bureau. In February 1968, he was tem- 
porarily assigned to the intelligence section of the inspection 
bureau, remaining on this special assignment until the sanitation 
workers' strike was settled on April 16, at which time he returned 
to his regular post. 

When the community relations bureau was phased out of exist- 
ence in 1971, Detective Redditt was assigned to the vice squad. He 
resigned from the police department shortly thereafter. 

Following his resignation, Detective Redditt served on the staff of 
U.S. Representative Kuykendall, operating a community service 
center in Memphis. He is presently deputy director for priority 
area development in the Memphis office of community develop- 
ment. 

It would be appropriate at this time, Mr. Chairman, to call 
Detective Redditt. 
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Chairman Stokes. The committee calls Detective Redditt. 

Mr. Redditt, will you please stand, raise your right hand and be 
sworn. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give before this 
committee is the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you. You may be seated. 

Will counsel for the witness identify himself for the committee, 
please? 

Mr. Smothers. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, my 
name is Curtis R. Smothers, Washington, D.C. 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you. The Chair now recognizes staff 
counsel. Gene Johnson. 

Mr. Johnson. Will you state your full name for the record. 

TESTIMONY OF EDWARD REDDITT, FORMERLY OF THE 
MEMPHIS POLICE DEPARTMENT 

Mr. Redditt. Edward Estes Redditt. 

Mr. Johnson. Would you give your date of birth? 

Mr. Redditt. January 10, 1931. 

Mr. Johnson. And would you tell us how you are employed? 

Mr. Redditt. I am employed with the Memphis housing commu- 
nity development as special projects administrator. 

Mr. Johnson. There was a time when you became a member of 
the Memphis Police Department; is that true? 

Mr. Redditt. That’s true. 

Mr. Johnson. Will you tell us exactly when that was? 

Mr. Redditt. I started school in November of 1960. 

Mr. Johnson. Commencing with your starting as a member of 
the Memphis Police Department, will you give us a chronology of 
your assignments up to February 1968. 

Mr. Redditt. As a patrolman walking a beat in 1960 and 1961; 
later into the detention, the jail, in between special assignments, 
then into the squad car. From the squad car to the detective in 
juvenile bureau in between assignments; from there to police com- 
munity relations; from there to other assignments. 

Mr. Johnson. Now, in February 1968, you were working at that 
time with the community relations department; is that true? 

Mr. Redditt. That’s true. 

Mr. Johnson. Then there came a time when you had a change of 
assignments? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. Johnson. Now, will you explain to the committee the change 
of assignments working from community relations— what was your 
new assignment? 

Mr. Redditt. The new assignment was working with the bureau 
of intelligence. 

Mr. Johnson. Had you ever worked for the bureau of intelli- 
gence before? 

Mr. Redditt. No. 

Mr. Johnson. Can you tell the committee, if you know, what 
were the reasons for the change of your assignments from commu- 
nity relations to the intelligence section of the police department? 
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Mr. Redditt. It is my opinion that it was to surveil the activities 
surrounding the strike itself. 

Mr. Johnson. Did there ever come a time once the assignments 
changed that you had an opportunity to discuss this with police 
officials and ask at any point in time what the purpose of the 
change of assignment was? 

Mr. Redditt. I did not quite understand that. 

Mr. Johnson. My question is having been assigned to the com- 
munity relations department, then a change of assignments came 
when you were assigned to the intelligence section. My question is, 
was there ever a time after the change that you made any inquir- 
ies from any of the police officials why the assignment change was 
made? 

Mr. Redditt. No; it wasn't customary, as I said, in my orders I 
had been assigned previously to other assignments, to other details 
and very seldom they were questioned. 

Mr. Johnson. Now, exactly what were you assigned to do, bear- 
ing in mind having not worked with the intelligence section before. 
I gather at some point in time somebody had to tell you exactly 
what they wanted you to do in your new assignment. 

Mr. Redditt. To keep an eye on and report activities, unusual 
activities surrounding the sanitation workers, such as out-of-town 
license plates, some individual strange individuals, comments, 
meetings and things that may have occurred. I could not attend 
secret meetings but it was all hearsay. 

Mr. Johnson. Did, in the process of that assignment, did you 
keep your superiors at the Memphis Police Department aware of 
what you were doing and exactly what was the result of it? 

Mr. Redditt. Through memos or reports or sometimes through 
telephone. 

Mr. Johnson. As a member of the intelligence section did mem- 
bers of the Black community castigate you for the assignment you 
had suggesting that you had become an official informer on the 
sanitation strikers? 

Mr. Redditt. I would say you would always have that, irrespec- 
tive. 

Mr. Johnson. What you are suggesting is — and correct me if I 
am wrong about it — you are suggesting that due to your new 
assignment there were those in the Black community who viewed 
your new assignment as one who had betrayed them in that you 
were keeping an eye on or surveilling their activity and reporting 
it back to the Memphis Police Department. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. Redditt. That would be correct. 

Mr. Johnson. Did you have a partner in this assignment? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. Johnson. Who was that partner? 

Mr. Redditt. Willie B. Richmond. 

Mr. Johnson. There came a time from February to sometime in 
March, the early part of April, that the assignment was changed, 
and I am directing your attention specifically to April 3, the morn- 
ing of April 3, 1968. On that morning, did you get a change of 
assignments? 

Mr. Redditt. In my opinion, it was a change of assignment. 
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Mr. Johnson. Will you explain to the committee exactly what 
that change was? 

Mr. Redditt. To go to the airport to meet Dr. King and his party 
and to see that they returned back to the Lorraine Motel. 

Mr. Johnson. Do you remember who gave you that assignment? 

Mr. Redditt. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Johnson. Now, there came a time when you went to the 
airport to receive Dr. King’s party; is that true? 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Johnson. And once you arrived at the airport, will you tell 
us the nature and circumstances of what basically happened? 

Mr. Redditt. Well, counsel, I can’t remember every detail, the 
only one really vivid detail is receiving a pointed finger threat 
from a young woman there from inside the corridor. The second 
was as we were leaving, one of the cars tried to break in the 
middle, keep us from keeping in direct contact with the party. 

Mr. Johnson. Do you remember. Detective Redditt, who was in 
charge of that detail? 

Mr. Redditt. I did not until I read some reports. In security it 
would be Don Smith an}way I wouldn’t have to think about that 
one. He was in charge of security for the Memphis Police Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. Johnson. Do you remember when you were at the airport 
any conversation between you and another individual about some 
bodily harm being done to you and some threat of your being 
killed? 

Mr. Redditt. That’s what I mentioned earlier. 

Mr. Johnson. Once you left the airport, would you tell us basi- 
cally what happened then? 

Mr. Redditt. The only thing I remember is arriving at the Lor- 
raine in the courtyard where Inspector Smith went to the party, 
about security. He came back and went in to use the phone and 
came back and said we had been ordered to move behind the 
outside of the courtyard, behind the wall; they don’t want security. 

Mr. Johnson. Was there ever any conversation from Inspector 
Don Smith to the group of officers who had been assigned to the 
security detail to the effect the security detail after the conversa- 
tion he had on the phone — and incidentally, do you remember 
whether Inspector Smith said who he was having the conversation 
with on the phone? 

Mr. Redditt. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Johnson. Do you remember Inspector Smith even saying 
that the security detail was being withdrawn? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes; while we were behind the wall we were there 
for a little while and he said we might as well disperse; that’s it in 
essence. 

Mr. Johnson. Did you make any suggestions to Inspector Smith 
as to any course of action that you should take relative to the 
withdrawing of the security detail? 

Mr. Redditt. Again, it is vivid and I don’t remember who made 
the recommendation, I may have, but the fire station — or setting 
up surveillance at the fire station. 

Mr. Johnson. What did Inspector Smith reply to that? 

Mr. Redditt. I do not recall, really, what his reply was. 
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Mr. Johnson. Have you ever had an occasion to set up a surveil- 
lance detail in the firehouse before? 

Mr. Redditt. Not in the firehouse; no. 

Mr. Johnson. So there came a time when Smith, Inspector 
Smith informed you that the security detail was being disbanded, 
am I right about that? 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Johnson. Then you are not sure who suggested, either you 
or someone in the party, that some kind of surveillance be set up 
in the firehouse which is across the street from the Lorraine Motel; 
is that right? 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Johnson. What happened then? 

Mr. Redditt. The next step would be I had to call my supervisor 
and indicate where I was and what I had to do and I undoubtedly 
was given an OK. Because at the time either we went back to 
headquarters or someone brought us binoculars. I don’t remember 
what transpired. 

Mr. Johnson. So now, once the security detail is withdrawn, you 
are physically in the fire station across the street from the Lor- 
raine? 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Johnson. Once you took your post in the fire station, were 
you in any physical proximity to Dr. King, where you would have 
been in a position to protect him from any physical harm? 

Mr. Redditt. No. 

Mr. Johnson. Did you maintain your surveillance in the fire- 
house the evening of the 3d and all day on April 4, until you were 
removed? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. Johnson. Now, just tell the committee, if you would, Detec- 
tive Redditt, what did you do? You went to the back of the fire- 
house. Did you put anything up in the back of it like paper? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes; at one point firemen began to come back and 
peer out the window. So we put up a newspaper and cut it out so 
people couldn’t see, peering from the window, because you could 
see even with the paper up there. 

Mr. Johnson. Mr. Chairman, that concludes my questions. 

Chairman Stokes. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman 
from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney, for such time as he may con- 
sume. 

Mr. McKinney. Detective Redditt, you were there on the 3d and 
4th until your removal on the 4th. Did you leave the firehouse and 
go to the Clayborn Temple on the 3d? 

Mr. Redditt. I don’t remember, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. You don’t remember going to the temple on the 
3d, at some time at about 6:35, 8:35? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes, sir. I recall that. 

Mr. McKinney. Did you have anyone go with you? Did Lieuten- 
ant Richmond go with you at that point? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. When you went to the temple, wasn’t it a fact 
that Dr. King was still at the Lorraine? 

Mr. Redditt. I don’t recall, sir; I am not really sure. 
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Mr. McKinney. Mr. Chairman, at this point, I would like to 
enter into the record as Martin Luther King exhibit F-182A, a 
surveillance memorandum and I would like to have it shown to the 
witness, please. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection it may be entered into the 
record at this point and shown to the witness. 

Mr. McKinney. We have a change in the exhibit number, to 
F-229. 

Chairman Stokes. The record may be so corrected. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-229 


AiLMHi/S rm.lCK .:>El'AHTn[rMT 
IKSnKCn OAVU- ISURliAl/ 
MEMl'IIlS, TliSiiMiSSEE 

Ai» ii /, ms 


KE: Snri'ciUancc of hlai'ti/i ' Kin^Jr. , atttl 

Kelt iled AclitiHies , 


Mr. Graydon IK Tiites, hts(>eclor, 
hispcclioHul Diircait, 
li nil din g. 




Uw Sir; 

Pt. B.ltichmoiid and I arrived at the Mimicipnl Airport, approx. 9;20. 
and iraitedfor the arrical of Martin Luther King and his party oh Flight 381 Baste. 
Airlines front Atlanta, Ga. , Calc H7, iund he arrived at lO;33AJtf, Uiougk the plan 
teas due at 10;15AM. In King's parly ivere Rev. Ralph Abernathy, Rev, Andrew You 
and another unknown MC and Female Colored,. They were met by Mrs. Thomas 
Mattkeios, Rev.Jatnes Lawson, Jesse Epps, Ralph Jackson, They departed from i. 
airport in Mrs. Thomas Matthews car bearing License JP 9735. Li the car teas 
the unknomi FC, Ss Dr. King bi the front seat, and in the rear was. Rev. Abernathy 
Rev. Laioson and the nuknouv MC. 


The car in front of them was driven by Jesse Epps, hearing BT 0039. Tit 
ear belongs to Cornelia Crenshaw, and in the car with Jesse Epps mere three tin- 
knomt Male \Yliites. There ivas also a Cadillac bearing License # JCO -0708. It shot 
be noted that this car arrived at the Lorraine Motel, at U-.20AM and remained there 
uktil 7;30PM. It is believed that this car ivas used to transport Dr. King to Mason 
Temple. 

The carravan arrived at the Lorraine Motel at approx. ll;20AM., using 
the East Entrance off of Mulbetry. Room assignments for Dr. King were 306 and 
307. Other ivoms assiffied were 300 and 30L. At approx. U;30AM we noticed 
Charles Cabbage, John B.Smith, and Rev. Orange coming out of the conference 
room upstairs at the Motel. iVe also noticed approx, 10 in Die inside front office 
at the hotel. There were approx. 25 persons associated with Black Powier in this 
area at this time, '' 


D.r.Kuig left the motel at approx. 12;05PM driven hy Mrs. Thomas 
Matthews and pi-oceded th the Centenary Methodist Church on McLemore.. , where 
a cUs ?d mcetuig nxis held. , with approx. 30 Kegro Ministers, and the Rev.MaaUnt 
Dlaekbnrn. They left the church at 2;15PM and arrived back at the Lorraine Motel 
at approx. 2;25PM. It should be noted, there was a 1963 Foi'd bearing Ohio 14-95AN 
driven hy a F\V who attended the meeting at Centenary Methodist, and also attend- 
ed the meeting at Clayborn Temple just before the march. 

Activities around the Lorraine Motel from l;25PM til 6;33Pii included. 
■Roii,.if; 3Li and 316 occupied by local Invaders., and those seen in and out of Ike 
moms included Jolui B.SmUIi, Charles Levern Cabbage. Milton Mack, Charles 
PaUard, Joe Calvin Banks, 


Ilooni ZlO was occu.ppicd by flic Rev. Orange along with another niiknduv 
MC. Room 309 was occitppied by a African Student named Joseph Lome, thLs per- 
son was arrested during the Riot Alert. , last summer. . and there is a JIfll' and 
fui nhhionn MC occupying the same room. Room 31UC occuppied by unknown MW. 
dririiig Chev. bearing Lie. B\V 1383. 


There were 3 MCs who cutered room 316, driouig a Crren Rambler, 
l.u ;i/36. At 3:3}' t‘M MurshuU Ellis frtd IJepnly M::rsl;all Durham arrived 
ht'iiiu of tUf molcL, and following behind Hwm were throe other Deputy Marshalls, 
if I' f/s later learned Ihut they IhiiI served papers on Dr. King and his aides. 

At approx. 3;imi'M Ally l.ttehis Burch, Aity, Cuyieood, and Ally Michael 
1'"^' American Civil Liberlies riibm. cud Ally Welter B>.tiley. and two ol.'ior 

1'. ,!j, poured I" hr vt'oruies, m’-'.i/. ,•<•/ Rev. I.uwson, avd Jesse Epps, cud 

’ /<’. A ( 'c i- eiil itilu .Miu tin /.idlu r King's Room and dej'urtcd at 

■ fd f'fftd I'tiitiiin arrii i d utio.il Enul Ihiie und tu John It, Smith ■ 
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/>w.;r ri'.(>(&‘iii<UhMuc „j Moulin Khtg Jr. , £■ Jl{d<tted ActioUies) 

Al eil>f)ro.\-. tin Aiyjiorl Linionsiiie arrived with two MCS and 

one yWll and they wiinediaicly n cul to Riii. HO?. At 3;Z2PM Rcu. Latvsou, Jesse 
El>l>s, and Gertdd I'tiuion de;)urlcd. ‘ 

III bettrccii llicso iiicci intis the lUach Power grottfi went into the confer- 
fiicc Room on the second floor, and Dr. King uent into Room 305. Al afiprox. 4;30 
the JIUtch Power meeting broke n[), and they went to various rooms in erotips, 
Abbt'ox. S ivenl into Jase/>h Louie 's room. At this time Orange and three others 
left in a OG Clicv. bearing Licenser PX 5933, and shortly afterwards a blue Mus- 
hing, Lie. BP 3750 left with another gront>. 

At 4;42Pii an A i-tr/iort Liinoiisiiie arrived with one Male Colored who 
inline diftlely went to liooiii 305, Afiprox, ^4;50PM about 9 Male Coloreds and one 
female colored entered Boom 316. Following this there seemed to have been quite 
a bit of drinking from room to room. Most of them were getting ice and coca colai 
and bringing in brown hags. 

At 6;35PM R^. Lawson brought Rev.Andi'ew Young back to the motel, 
and left immediately. We then departed from our Station and went to Mason Temp 
and arrived approx. 6;50PM. While slcuuling out front the Rev. Blackburn called 
me aside and asked ivbat I was trying lo do to mystdf. And I asked Mm what he 
meant. And he said the word is out that you were over by the FireS^'a^n near 
the Lorraine Motel using binoculars .spying. I told him that this &ts un/nce. 

The Rev. Blackburn then approached Ptlmn.Richmotid, and shook my 
hand, and stated that, he wished 1 wasn't here, and this was the leroug place 
for him. He said the tension was already high enough and he did not umt any 
trouble. The meeting got under way around 7;15PM with singing, and regular 
prayers and statements, and the first official speaker was Rev.Laivson. At this 
time there were approx. 2000 people in the Temple made up of Sanitation itorkers- 
and Btoi yotmg people. He said the unconcerned people again are trying to stop 
the issue by placing a ban or an injunction against the concerned to dis allow us 
lo March, And I want you lo know that no injunction has ever stopped a March, 
mid I have a cigar box full to prove this. I have notified those persons who are 
planning lo come here to March Monday to be prepared to go to JaU, Mace can 
not stop ns. Gas cannot stop us. Police Brutality cannot stop And wo are go - 
iig lo March. You know, I iras Just thinking that jve have come here to relax 
these last meetings, to lessen the tension, and talk abai and forget about some 
of the pt'oblems, but I think we are relaxing loo muck. He said Larry Payite./or 
instance, the young boy 16 years old, who walks out with his ahmds over his head 
and is shot to death with a shot gun. This is Cold Blooded Mwrder. And I want 
those to know who praise the Police Department for this and condone this. PeopU 
.started standing up and clapping, and yelling at this. And as the Rev. Lawson con 
tinned the undersi-Iiell decided to leans. He mads the statement "IVe have" and 
we fell he might s«v, "We have two police officers iviUt us. " ]Ve left at approx. 
fiulOP.M. 

At app ox. 9;55AM at the Municipal Airpm t Mrs. Thomas Matthews 
IhrcaU-iied my life, stating pointing her finger, " I am going to gel yon. " cr 
"I am going lo shoot you. " 

Al approx. 3PM on Ihrintnilo Street down front Ctayborn Temple I was 
approuched by an laiknowii Malt; Colored, and he said, "you can take this or leave 
blit it is good inforinathin. Tkc.se people arc not playing. They know what you 
find Rcddilt are doing, and they ihn't like it. " He said, " I be out here among 
ihr.-itf pDuple every flay, and I have heind inriiiy rumors that ymxxaBf:daxx.iUsd 
they will kill both of yon. " //<• said tereryonr down there knew we wo'c poticemc’ 
>:nd Ikut we were, down there Just to spy on the people. Hr did siiv that be hid lira, 
some of Ihc.^e Ihrruls eoinc from the Muslims. 
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Mr. McKinney. I apologize to the witness for the size of the 
print. You need a magnifying glass to read it. But we are not going 
to go into great detail on it. 

Isn’t it true this is a memo dated April 4? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes; it appears to be the 4th. 

Mr. McKinney. And it is signed by you? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. And the title of the memo above, the words Mr. 
Tines, Inspector, is “Surveillance of Martin Luther King, and Re- 
lated Activities”? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. McKinney. So this is a surveillance report that you turned 
in to the chief inspector regarding the activities of Dr. King and 
those who might have been around him? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 

Mr. McKinney. Why were you removed on the 4th, at 4 o’clock? 

Mr. Redditt. You mean on the 4th? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes; why were you told to leave the fire station 
and go down to the headquarters? 

Mr. Redditt. Well, I was — Lieutenant Arkin arrived at the fire- 
house and stated I was needed or wanted at the headquarters. I 
asked him what it was about and he said he did not know. So we 
arrived there and I was carried to the conference room. At that 
point I was told a contract had been let on me, that this man, 
whoever it was standing there was supposed to phone in and a 
contract was let and as a result they had security placed at the 
Holiday Inn for my family and myself and I was to go there. 

Mr. McKinney. So when you arrived, you were told there was a 
contract out on your life. You had also been threatened at the 
airport, were you not? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. McKinney. By whom? 

Mr. Redditt. I do not remember the lady’s name, I just remem- 
ber she was a barber on Park Avenue in the area I used to work in 
in a patrol car. 

Mr. McKinney. I believe the name was Mrs. Matthews. 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. McKinney. Also, I notice in the bottom of this memo, the 
last paragraph, it states a quote from a man on the street: 

These people are not playing. They know what you and Redditt are doing, and 
they don t like it. I be out here among those people every day, and I have heard 
many rumors that they will kill both of you. 

Is that correct? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. McKinney. So you were removed from the firehouse and 
taken down and told there was a threat on your life because of 
your surveillance of Dr. King. Would that be a proper interpreta- 
tion or your surveillance of the garbage or sanitation strike? 

Mr. Redditt. I guess you could say yes and you could say no to 
that. 

Mr. McKinney. Detective Redditt, you appeared before this com- 
mittee in executive session on March 22 of this year; is that cor- 
rect? 

Mr, Redditt. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. McKinney. At this point, Mr. Chairman, I would like to take 
extractions from Detective Redditt’s testimony marked Martin 
Luther King F-183 and Martin Luther King F-184; and I would 
like the witness to have a chance to examine them, please. 

Chairman Stokes. You want them entered into the record at this 
point? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection they will be entered into 
the record at this point and shown to the witness at this time. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-183 

i have answe.ved any tiling or if I have set the record straight, | 

I but I do v/anc the record to show that as far as any, if you j 

i can erase or whatever, that mine is that I was on a surveillance 
at the fire station and from that point on Mr. Holloman would I 


Jh have to answer that question on why I v/as removed, 
o Mr. Fithian. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

7 Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Redditt, and at this 

S we are going to have wrap-up questioning by the counsel and 
9 I one or two questions which the Chairman may have of you. 


!i jvations before I'proceM with any questions, is that in light 

12 of Mr. Redditt 's testimony, that the Committee either has 

13 ! at its disposal through interviews or throvigh sworn testimony 
1- I that Mr. Tines, Mr. Holloman, Captain Ray, Sergeant Richmond, 

15 -Inspector Smith, Chief McDonald and Chief Raugh, has indicated 

I to this Committee that Mr. Redditt on the 3rd and 4th of April 
l'’jl968 was surveillance and surveillance only, and that at no 
time was he ever security. 

We also have in our possession information that is the 
result of indepth interviews with George Davis of the Memphis 
jPolice Department, with Mr. Shultz of the Memphis Police 
ipepartment, Donald Howe of the Memphis Police Department, 

rand John Smith of the Memphis Department, of Reverend Lawson \ 

2 <‘- ‘ 
pf the Southern Christian Leadership Conference, Mrs- Matthews,. 

■"^and soma other officials including Reverend Powers of Memphis, ; 
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3 





u 

25 


that in fact that a security detail was at the airport on 
April 3rd, met them when Dr. King arrived for his visit to 
memphis. 

Now, Kr. Redditt, you have been on national TV, you have 
been quoted in the paper. At no time in any of the reviewing 
of the material that I have seen dealing with any quotes have 
you ever said what you have said before this Committee today, 
and that is that you were security and that at some time during 
the early time of April 3rd you ceased to be security anr? you 
^reverted back to being surveillance. I. have never seen that. 
!That was not indicated in your television program that you had 
with Mr. Lane, you remember that, and from the newspaper 
quotes that resulted thereof. 

j Now, I would just like to ask you at this point in time, 
it is your testimony, then, that after you have been informed, 
let's assume that you were given some instructions to be 
security, after you were informed by Inspector Smith that 
security had been withdrawn, you then reverted back to 
surveillanc e^^ 

Now, am I correct about that? 

Correct. 

I want to get that cleour for the record. 
Correct. 

Correct. 

Right. 


|to. Redditt. 
Mr. Johnson, 
[to. Redditt. 
to. Johnson. 
^.Redditt. 
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* i Kr . Johnson, right, now, if it then should appear, 

■ either publicly or privately from any source whatever, 

” jany story to the contrary, it would be absolutely false, would 
jit not?^ 

S Redditt. True. 

® Mr. Johnson. There have been questions raisedj^ light 

C ' of the public posture that you have in terms of. your statements 

? ® which have been quoted in the newspapers and on some television 

^ programs, that you always provided security for Dr. King. You 

0 have indicated to us very clearly today that on March 19th . 

~ M I 

5 ‘ when Dr. King came to. Memphis, on March 28th when Dr. King 

a 12 

j i came to Memphis, you had nothing to do with Dr. King euid his 
5 party, ,so if it should appear sometime in the future from 

K whatever source that you always provided security for Dr. 

1 15 n ^ , S 

5 " !King, that would also be erroneous, would it not? J VI O 

“ lo ! P' 

^ I Imt. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Johnson. That’s all I have, Mr. Chairman. 

y IS I 

P Mr. ■ Fauntroy. Counsel, Mr. Akers? 

P 1? 

»- Mr. Akers. Mr. Redditt, I, for one, am glad that you 

I 20 

ihave decided to be candid with this Committee. I believe that 
jin the past that you have performed a disservice for yourself 

^ and the citizens of this country, for this Committee with 

23 

irespect to, if nothing else, allov;ing yourself to be perceived | 

24 1 
iby certain persons as having provided security for Dr. King 


ijon April 4th and having been removed mysteriously from that 

ij 
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MLK Exhibit F-184 

* I effect that both Inspector Don Siilith and Inspector Ilov/e and 
Davis V/ore in fact at the airport as securi-ty and in fact 
i did offer themselves as security to Dr. King being responded 
to by Mr. Lawson to the effect that they had not really 
^ decided whether or not theyvanted it, and that Mr. Richmond 
^ has indicated that they were infect at the airport and that it 

^ has only been your failure to recall their presence that has 

3 ' ' ■ ' ■ 

given.. 23 e..soine pause, and I would want you to answer for me 

^ whether -or not your memory could have failed you. at this 

! point, whether or not . in fact they may well have been there as 

they th«2mselves testified they were, as Mr. Richmond- testifies 

12 . - 

they were, as security. “ • 

^ Mr. Redditt. Mr. Chairman, I must say that Mr. Richmond 

has been briefed and I have not. Possibly I could have lost 

;ray memory, forgot that part of it because I go over emd over . 
lo 

Band over rn my mind, and I have set up here and tried to press 
and I just -- 

Mr. Fauntroy. You just' da not recall. 

Mr, Redditt. I just do not recall . anyone walking down 

2( I 

jthat corridor but Richmond and I. There’s a possibility they 
“Ml 

- ;;could have been in another exit Lor bera up to the front or 

.•somewhere else, but I do not recall. I just don’t recall -that ' 


Mr. Fauntroy. All right. 

I want to thank you for the candor and directness of your ! 
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1 [response to our many questions here today, particularly the 

2 [ questions here as v;e have come to the conclusion of a long 

3 j day's hearing. 

i ji Pursuant to our rules, as I indicated earlier, 1 2 ua 

5 I obliged to offer you five minutes to explain, amplify and. 

£ I summarize your testimony, and that is offered to you at this 




time. 

Mr. Redditt. Mr. Chairman, 1 again would like to thank 
the Committee,' the Counsel. I think they have done a splendid 
and terrific job. 

Again, I wapt to apologize or whatever for again maybe 
my misinterpretation or stating and causing -people to 
have another connotation or whatever, how do you withdraw 
this or how do you rectify this. I can think of several ways 
to do it, whether there is permission gram ted or not, but 
most of all is that if I have — and I have said it earlier — 
misled someone with the statement of secxirity surveillance or 
surveillance security and persons interpreting it- like. they 
want to intejT>ret it or putting it the way they want to put 
;it, it is very difficult, even in ah esxplanation of -that 
nature, that is escplaining 180 feet away, and as Mr. 

Fithian has put it, there is no way that you can offer that 
security. It can only still be observation and suxrveillance. | 

So those person who are much smeurter than X, who can 
write books overnight can take most anything out and put it ; 


I 
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Like they want it, turn your worcls around or cause you to : 

turn your words around how they want it, soTiiething I want to I 


I apologize. 


i I I do wish I had remained silent to anyone other than the 

5 I Committee, period, at this point, so long as I said no comment, 
5 I period, and I feel guilty about that, but again, the only 
7 j thing I can do is apologize to the Committee, to the Counsel, 

5 jl to the United States, for that matter, if it is thrust that 
? It far, that that terminology was misconstrued to mean other 
EO ^ than that which 1 knew I was assigned to do, and which I felt 
j I was assigned to do, and those things I did, v^hether by 
oral or written statement. 

U Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you very much, Mr. Redditt. As you 

\i know you are under continuing subpoena of the Committee, and | 
15 i with that, we will adjourn the hearing. j 

U (Whereupon, at 5:14 o'clock p.m., the Subcommittee | 

17 I recessed subject to the call of the Chair.) i 
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Mr. McKinney. We will concentrate for the moment on 178 
through 180, and then if counsel and the witness would prefer, we 
will give them time to read the second three pages. 

Mr. Smothers. Very well. We are ready. 

Mr. McKinney. Mr. Redditt, if you would, starting on the first 
line, see if this is your exact wording. You were under oath at the 
time; right? 

Mr. Redditt. Pardon? 

Mr. McKinney. You were under oath when you testified in ex- 
ecutive session? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. McKinney. I assume all the testimony you gave us at that 
time was the truth; correct? 

Mr. Redditt. To the best of my ability — my knowledge. 

Mr, McKinney. I would like to read from the middle of the first 
line in the first paragraph. You said: 

* ’ * I have set the record straight, but I do want the record to show that as far 
as any, if you can erase or whatever, that mine is that I was on surveillance at the 
firestation and from that point on Mr. Holloman would have to answer the ques- 
tions to why I was removed. 

Is that a correct representation as to what you stated? 

[No audible answer.] 

I would like to refer you now to 179, at line 14. 

Committee counsel asked the question: 

Mr. Johnson. Now, I would just like to ask you, is it your testimony, then, that 
you have been informed, let’s assume that you were given some instructions to be 
security, after you were informed by Inspector Smith that security had been with- 
drawn, you then reverted back to surveillance? 

Is that correct? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 

Mr. McKinney. You answered that with the word “correct”; and 
Mr. Johnson said: “I want to get that clear for the record.” 

And you said, “Correct.” 

And then Mr. Johnson said, “Correct”; and you said, “Right.” 

[No audible response.] 

Mr. McKinney. Would you answer yes or no. 

Mr. Redditt. Yes; that's correct. 

Mr. McKinney. The stenographer cannot type in a nod. 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. McKinney. At the top of page 180: 

All right, now, if it should then appear, either publicly or privately from any 
source whatever, any story to the contrary, it would be absolutely false, would it 
not? 

And you answered? 

Mr. Redditt. True. 

Mr. McKinney. In the next paragraph, Mr. Johnson states or 
asks you the question: 

* * * in the light of the public posture and in the terms of your statements which 
have been quoted in newspapers and on some television programs, that you have 
always provided security for Dr. King. 

You have indicated to us very clearly today that on March 19th 
when Dr. King came to Memphis, on March 28th when Dr. King 
came to Memphis, you had nothing to do with Dr. King and his 
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party. So if it should appear in some future— from whatever the 
source — that you always provided security for Dr. King, that would 
also be erroneous, would it not? 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. McKinney. Now, if the witness would like to review the 
second three pages on Martin Luther King F-184. 

[Brief pause in proceedings as witness reviews said pages.] 

Mr. Smothers. Mr. Congressman, we are ready. 

Mr. McKinney. Mr. Redditt, I would like to draw your attention 
to lines 13 through 17 and 19 through 23 on the first page of the 
exhibit. In essence what you stated was that there could have been 
another security guard at the airport but that you might not have 
seen him, is that not paraphrasing your remarks pretty accurately? 
So you really only remember walking down the hallway with Rich- 
mond, but you state quite clearly that it is a possibility they could 
have been in another exit, been up front, been elsewhere else? 

Mr. Redditt. That's correct. 

Mr. McKinney. So that there may have been other security at 
the airport? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 

Mr. McKinney. Mr. Redditt, I refer you to page 2, line 11, 
through 3, line 3, which was your closing statement. You may 
either read this into the record, or you may paraphrase it for me in 
any way, whichever you would like to do. 

Mr. Smothers. Is that a question or a request that the witness 
read from the previous statement? 

Mr. McKinney. It is a request that he either paraphrase his 
remarks or that he read those remarks. 

Mr. Smothers. Beginning at which line, please? 

Mr. McKinney. Line 11, through line 3 on page 3. 

Mr. Redditt. I'll read it: 

Again, I want to apologize or whatever for again maybe my misinterpretations or 
my stating and causing people to have another connotation of whatever, how do you 
withdraw this or how do you rectify this. I can think of several ways to do it, 
whether there is permission granted or not, but most of all is that if I have— and I 
have said it earlier — misled someone with the statements of security surveillance or 
surveillance security and persons interpreting it like they want to interpret or 
putting it the way they want to put it, it is very difficult, even in an explanation of 
that nature, that is explaining 100 feet away, and as Mr. Fithian has put it, there is 
no way that you can offer that security. It can only still be observation and 
surveillance. 

So those persons who are much smarter than I, who can write books overnight 
can take most anything out and put it like they want it, turn your words around or 
cause you to turn your words around how they want it, something I want to 
apologize. 

Mr. McKinney. Detective Redditt, you appeared on television 
with various authors; is that correct? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. You have also been interviewed in connection 
with their books; is that correct? 

Mr. Redditt. Not interviewed for their books; no, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. Have you been interviewed by author Mark 
Lane? 

Mr. Redditt. It was in conversation and that he was in the room 
with me while I talked to Abby Mann who was to do the picture; 
and in that conversation, he asked permission, was it OK to start a 
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tape. And in conversation, which to me is not communication, in 
conversation made accusations, or questions and answers and so 
forth; of this nature. 

Mr. McKinney. Have you read Mr. Lane’s book? 

Mr. Redditt. No, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. Will the clerk please give the witness a copy of 
Code Name “Zorro”, marked MLK exhibit F-185. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection it may be entered at this 
point. 

[A copy of Mr. Lane’s book, Code Name “Zorro”, is retained in 
the committee’s files.] 

Mr. McKinney. It might be interesting for you, Mr. Redditt, to 
know that in this book, your name is mentioned on so many pages, 
I won’t even bother to put them into the record. The list is exten- 
sive, but I would ask that this be given a number, F-185 A, and be 
put in the record, also. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, so ordered. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-185A 


Synopsis of References to Det. Redditt in Mark Lane's Book 
"Code Name Zorro* 


Page 100 

Redditt describes a meeting, two years after King's 
death^between ' himself and a FBI agent provacateur who had been 
planted in the Invaders; The agent was in disguise and 
cl'aimed at the time of the meeting to be working for the CIA. 


Page 124 

States that Rev. Kyles specifically requested Redditt be 
assigned to provide security for King when he returned to 
Memphis. Further, that Redditt was assigned to set up a 
police command post at the fire station. 


Page 125 - 

Redditt .was seen at the fire station and at the Masonic 
Temple on April 3, 1968 by black fireman, Floyd Newsum. 


Page 129-135 

Redditt was seen at the fire station prior to April 4, 1968 
by black fireman, N. E. Wallace. Book quotes Redditt as 
saying he was detailed to >cover King's security because he 
always did and thus was familiar with all of the personalities 
who would have an interest in King. Security arrangements 
are outlined euid so are the events which made this coverage 
abnormal. Security, usually consisting of 10 officers 
was reduced to two, Redditt and Richmond. An hour and a 
half before King's death Redditt was called to headquarters 
where he met with Director Holloman. Holloman was in a 
meeting consisting of the heads of all of the law enforcement 
agencies in the area. Redditt was told there was a contract 
on his life. Redditt was ordered to take his family to the - 
Ri Vermont Holiday Inn. When he protested, he was allowed tc ' 
go home, but a police guard was sent with him. Nothing ever 
became of the contract and Redditt was sent back to work on 
the Sunday following the Thursday King was killed. 


Page 141-143 

Lane interviewed Holloman re: events surrounding Red- 
ditt 's removal from the fire station and the threat on his 
life. Lane raises questions about Holloman's answers. 
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Page 231 

McMillan does not mention Redditt in his book. 


-Page 234 -- j ■ . - ' 

Lane writes that King’s supporters asked for security, 
that they knew that Redditt was there, but were not notified 
when Redditt was removed. 


Page 256 

Lane writes that transfers of blacks (including Redditt) 
raised serious questions that the prosecution would have had 
a hard time responding to at a trial * 

Page 257 • 

Lane comments on Harold Weisberg's reference to Redditt 
as police spy. 


Page 264 

Lane makes reference to the start of his interviews 
with Redditt. *■ 


Page 266 

Lane asks why Redditt was pulled off his assignment. 
Suggests that answer may have gone up in smoke with Memphis 
D.I.D. files. 


Page 273-274 

Lane speaks of his first awareness of the "strange 
circumstances" surrounding Redditt 's removal before King's 
death. He says the question was not even considered by the 
Justice Department until July of '76. 

Lane says Justice Department contemplated why Redditt 
was removed from post two hours before murder. 


36-411 0 


15 
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Page 275-279 

Question is asked as to vhy only Redditt and Richmond 
were assigned to King on April 4„ *68, 

Lane questions conclusions of Justice Department Task 
Force that examined FBI investigation of King*s death 
especially as those conclusions related to Redditt, 


Page 283- 

Lane met with four members of the justice Department *s 
Task. Force and informed th^ of Redditt *s description of the 
Secret Service agent who was at the 4/4/68 meeting in Holloman’s 
office. Lane raises other possible investigative paths that 
could be used to cheick' aspects of Redditt *s story. 

Mr. McKinney. My main question to you at this point, concern- 
ing this book Mr. Redditt is that in Mr. Lane’s book he implies that 
two Black firemen; Floyd Newsum and Norvell E. Wallace, were 
transferred because the fire department and the Memphis Police 
Department did not want two Blacks in that firehouse because 
their presence could, in some way, interfere with the assassination; 
that this was part of the plot. 

Who initially raised the question of those two firemen being in 
that firehouse? 

Mr. Redditt. From the executive session there were records 
showing through a memo that Richmond and I had written that we 
had raised the issue. 

Mr. McKinney. In other words, you raised the issue of their 
being there themselves. For what reason? 

Mr. Redditt. Sometimes in surveillance, in that surveillance, and 
I would assume because I don’t really know the total ramifications 
at this point, don’t recall the total ramifications, that there could 
be some interference. 

Mr. McKinney. Wasn’t it true that Newsum was very sympa- 
thetic to the sanitation strike and that you were greatly concerned 
about his going out into the community and reporting that there 
were Blacl^ spying on Dr. Martin Luther King? 

Mr. Redditt. I don’t understand the question. 

Mr. McKinney. But you did initially question their being in the 
firehouse or the wisdom of it while you were there looking through 
the peephole in the back? 

Mr. Redditt. As I said, I did not recall the incident until a memo 
was showed me at the executive session. 

Mr. McKinney. Right, but the memo shows that you did question 
it. 

Mr. Redditt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. On page 130 of Mr. Lane’s book, he states that 
he asked you if you always provided security for Dr. King when- 
ever he came to Memphis, and you replied “Right.” 

Did you tell Mr. Lane that? 

Mr. Smothers. Mr. Congressman, will you refer the witness to 
the passage? 

Mr. McKinney. Does counsel have the line numbers? 
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It starts on the second paragraph, and I will read it briefly for 
the record. I asked if he had always provided security when King 
came to town. “Right,” he answered. 

Mr. Redditt. I think on this, Congressman, that “Right,” the 
q^uestion is, had I ever provided security, and we were in conversa- 
tion, and I had said yes before, in prior years. I wasn't talking 
about 1968. 

Mr. McKinney. In other words, it was not true then and it is not 
true now that you supplied security for Dr. Martin Luther King 
every time he came to Memphis. 

Mr. Redditt. True. 

Mr. McKinney. It is true that you did not? 

Mr. Redditt. Did not. 

Mr. McKinney. Detective Redditt, did you have a plan of action 
formed in your mind, if anything happened to Dr. King? 

Mr. Redditt. I guess sometimes it is very difficult to answer that 
in that I think any assignment that an officer is assigned to, 
whatever, he should have some plan for reporting incidents or 
activities that are occurring on how to deal with whatever may 
occur. I think this is always uppermost in a police officer’s mind. 
That is part of his training. 

Mr. McKinney. When you were removed from your post in order 
to go downtown to headquarters, did you at any time give your 
partner, patrolman Richmond, who remained at the post until Dr. 
King was shot, any instructions about a contingency plan or how to 
execute it in case anything happened to Dr. King? 

Mr. Redditt. I didn’t have time. When the lieutenant came and 
got me, I think it was all of a shock, we just got in the car and left. 

Mr. McKinney. Did you tell Mr. Lane that you had a plan? 

Mr. Redditt. I may have inferred that a plan could have been 
possible, and the plan would not — would have been to save Dr. 
King’s life. 

Mr. McKinney. I wanted to have you refer to page 135, the last 
two paragraphs. I will read these two paragraphs into the record: 

Since Richmond had a radio which could have provided immediate access to police 
mobile units in the area as well as to headquarters, it is difficult to understand why 
he does not use it. It became even more puzzling in light of the plan that Redditt 
had promulgated and shared with Richmond. That plan called for Redditt to cover 
South Main Street and for Richmond to use the radio to alert mobile units. 

One must concede that Richmond could not have done both. The mystery lies in 
trying to determine why he attempted neither. If the elaborate charade which 
included the removal of Redditt and the detailing of Newsum and Wallace was 
desired to strip away the security just before Dr. King was killed in order to 
facilitate the escape of the sniper, it was an ultimately successful plan. The murder- 
er fled unobserved and unimpeded. 

Detective Redditt, based on the testimony you have given this 
committee under oath, of your own personal knowledge of this 
situation, are those two last paragraphs a true assessment of the 
situation? 

Mr. Redditt, I would say, no, sir, 

Mr. McKinney. I am sorry? 

Mr. Redditt. I would say, no, sir, not incomplete, no, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. In other words, no, sir, they are not. 

Have you been approached or spoken to Mr. Mark Lane before 
appearing here today? 
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Mr. Redditt. Not other than when I was subpenaed by him or 
his colleague to court. 

Mr. McKinney. That is the only contact that he has tried to 
make with you? 

Mr. Redditt. That is true. 

Mr. McKinney. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. Counsel for the committee, Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Smothers. Mr. Chairman, I believe the witness has an addi- 
tional matter to add in response to the Congressman’s earlier 
question. 

Chairman Stokes. Certainly, he can be heard. 

Mr. Redditt. The second answer to that, Congressman, is that I 
was contacted when this book was written to come to Washington, 
D.C. to plug it, which I totally refused. 

Mr. McKinney. Thank you very much. 

Chairman Stokes. The Chair recognizes counsel for the commit- 
tee, Gene Johnson. 

Mr. Johnson. Mr. Redditt, I want to make a couple of things 
clear, if you would, that, one. Dr. King had been in Memphis on 
the 18th of March and he had been there on the 28th of March? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Johnson. You testified in executive session testimony that 
during those two prior trips that you did not provide security for 
Dr. King? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 

Mr. Johnson. So if it has been suggested, as it was in the book 
with the conversation allegedly had between you and Mr. Lane, 
that you had always provided security for Dr. King, and your 
answer, or at least Mr. Lane records your answer as being ‘‘Right,” 
that is totally erroneous; am I right about that? 

Mr. Redditt. That is right. 

Mr. Johnson. Not only is it erroneous, but my next question is, 
did you ever tell Mr. Lane that when Dr. King always came to 
Memphis, you always provided security for him? 

Mr. Redditt. No. 

Mr. Johnson. So if it appears in Mr. Lane’s book as it does, it is 
erroneous? 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Johnson. Now you remember there was a conversation 
when you appeared in your executive session testimony about your 
leaving the firehouse approximately 6:30 that evening, going to 
Clayborn Temple. 

Do you remember that conversation we had about your leaving, 
and that you had initially said in your testimony that one of the 
reasons that you left, you left because Dr. King’s party had left and 
that you had followed them to Clayborn Temple? 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Johnson. Do you remember the give and take 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Johnson [continuing]. With me about that? 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Johnson. Then there came a time when I asked you very 
clearly, I said, Mr. Redditt, would you explain for the committee, if 
you would, if you were in a security relationship with Dr. King, 
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and that you left, as your memo stated, and we discussed that at 
the executive session, at 6:30, and you were in a security role, then 
how could you explain that once you arrived at Clayborn Temple 
in a security relationship with Dr. King when he was, in fact, at 
the Lorraine Motel in the bed asleep. 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. Johnson. Do you remember the give and take we had about 
that? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. Johnson. I ask you now, have I sufficiently refreshed your 
recollection where you remember that, so there was no way that 
you could have been in any security relationship with Dr. King on 
the evening of April 3, 1968? Am I correct about that? 

Mr. Redditt. That is correct. 

Mr. Johnson. Now there came a time, once you arrived at Clay- 
born Temple, and remember that was the evening of the mountain- 
top speech. Do you remember that once Dr. King arrived, did you 
get into any security relationship with him at that time? 

Mr. Redditt. No. 

Mr. Johnson. So for the night of April 3, 1968 I gather when the 
rally at Clayborn Temple had concluded, you went about your 
business, did you not? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Johnson. Your recollection then is that at no time after the 
rally was over you went an}nvhere with Dr. King. 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Johnson. So the night of April 3 you were not in any 
security relationship with Dr. King because Dr. King was wherever 
he was, and you were wherever you were, but in fact you all were 
not together; is that true? 

Mr. Redditt. That is true. 

Mr. Johnson. Now there came a time on the morning of April 4, 
1968, Dr. King is at the Lorraine Motel. You then, I gather, came 
to your security post at the firehouse; is that true? 

Mr. Redditt. That is correct. 

Mr. Johnson. At any time did you ever go over to the Lorraine 
Motel to see or to talk with Dr. King or any members of his party? 

Mr. Redditt. No. 

Mr. Johnson. Can you recollect whether or not there was ever a 
time, once you stationed yourself in the firehouse on Main Street, 
which is firehouse No. 2, that you ever left the firehouse until the 
time that you were informed by Lieutenant Arkin that they 
wanted to see you downtown? 

Mr. Redditt. That is correct. 

Mr. Johnson. Which means then that you were in the firehouse 
all day on April 4, and Dr. King was at least 180 feet away, 
assuming arguendo that he stayed in his room all day, which he 
did not, that you could not at any time provide any physical 
security for Dr. King. 

Mr. Redditt. That is correct. 

Mr. Johnson. It has become abundantly clear — correct me if I 
am wrong about it — on your previous day, which was April 3, when 
Inspector Smith informed you that the security had been with- 
drawn, that only for a brief time in that morning when you went 
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to the airport to travel from the airport to the motel did you play 
any security relationship with Dr. King, whatever, and once that 
security detail was withdrawn, you reverted back to surveillance in 
a position which you had been accused on more than one occasion 
of being a spy for the Memphis Police Department; am I correct 
about that? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 

Mr. Johnson. I don't have any more questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The committee will now operate under the 5- 
minute rule. 

Mr. Redditt, in light of your testimony here this morning with 
reference to April 4, wherein you stated that your position in the 
firehouse was for the purpose strictly of surveillance on Dr. King 
and had nothing to do with security or protection for him. Then 
your removal that afternoon, for whatever reason, would not have 
in any event changed the circumstances under which you were 
posted there, would it? 

Mr. Redditt. That is correct. 

Chairman Stokes. And your partner, whom you left at the post, 
and who remained there, was also there for the same purpose that 
you were there, that is surveillance of Dr. King? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 

Chairman Stokes. I have no further questions. 

The gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Preyer. 

Mr. Preyer. I have only one area I wasn’t clear on. 

You indicated that the two Black firemen, Mr. Newsum and Mr. 
Wallace, were removed from the fire station at your request? 

Mr. Redditt. No, sir, I didn’t say that. 

Mr. Preyer. Who did direct that they leave the fire station? 

Mr. Redditt. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. Did I understand you to say something about they 
were interfering with the surveillance or were interfering in some 
way? 

Mr. Redditt. No, sir. In my statement I said I could not recall 
the actual— what took place that particular day on why it was in 
the report other than it could have been along that line. I could 
not remember the event really or why it was in the report. 

Mr. Preyer. So you don’t know why they were removed from the 
fire station. 

Mr. Redditt. No, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. I have no further questions on that at this time. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Devine. 

Mr. Devine. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Redditt, at the time you were an officer in the Memphis 
Police Department, did you have any knowledge or any reason to 
believe that there was any conspiracy by any law enforcement 
agency, the Memphis Police Department or the FBI, to set up Dr. 
King? 

Mr. Redditt. No, sir, during the time I was a police officer, I did 
not, sir. 

Mr. Devine. And has any information come to your attention 
since that incident or since you have left the police department 
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that would lead you to believe that there was any type of a conspir- 
acy by any law enforcement agency to set up Dr. King? 

Mr, Redditt. Other than hearsay, sir. 

Mr. Devine. What type of hearsay, from what source? 

Mr. Redditt. Well, some newspapers have printed, there has 
been some conversation on it. There is a lot of implications, I mean 
a lot of statements made by the community that the Memphis 
Police Department was responsible, could have been responsible for 
what occurred. Everything pointed to the police department at the 
beginning of it. 

Mr. Devine. But as you say, it was hearsay. It was speculation. 
None of it was supported by evidence. 

Mr. Redditt. No facts. 

Mr. Devine. That is all, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from the District of Columbia, Mr. Fauntroy. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Redditt, I want to refresh my memory specifically on testi- 
mony given by both you and Inspector Tines on the question of 
why Mr, Newsum may have been felt to be sympathetic to the 
strike, and, therefore, not cooperative in the surveillance effort. 
But in response to a question from Congressman Preyer, you stated 
that you had no idea why Mr. Newsum was the considered — would 
have been considered a problem in terms of your surveillance 
posting. 

Mr. Redditt. Other than what I said in the memo, whether the 
memo had something to do with it, I still don’t know who removed 
him. 

Mr. Fauntroy, I wonder if you would state for us what your 
recollection of the memo is. 

Mr. Redditt. Word for word, the only thing I can think of was 
the interference, in that he had sympathies toward sanitation 
strike, that it may be an interference with his presence being 
there. That is the only thing I can recollect. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Do you recall at any time having a conversation 
with Inspector Tines where this question was discussed? 

Mr. Redditt. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Do you recall that the memo itself made refer- 
ence to a conversation with you? 

Mr. Redditt. The only thing I remember is the memo being 
shown to me at the executive session, and I don’t really recall 
ever}d:hing that was in that memo. 

Mr, Fauntroy. But it is your testimony to this committee at this 
time under oath that you do not recall yourself having the feeling 
that Mr. Newsum’s presence at the surveillance post with you 
might be the source of intereference with that function. 

Mr. Redditt. No, sir. I answered the question that I didn’t know 
who removed him from the post. 

Mr. Fauntroy, Do you have any idea why he was removed? 

Mr. Redditt. It could have been from the memo or it could not 
have been. The memo was about him. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Can you think of any other logical reason, other 
than the reason stated in the memo? 
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Mr. Redditt. I would be drawing a conclusion or opinion because 
there were two Black firemen. One was mentioned. Why both were 
removed, that is an opinion. 

Mr. Fauntroy. I wonder, Mr. Redditt, if you would just care to 
state in summary your response to the allegation that you, as a 
part of the assigned security for Dr. King, were stripped from that 
assignment and from the scene 2 hours prior to the assassination of 
Dr. King, and that in your role as a security person you had a plan 
to protect Dr. King in the event of any untoward event. 

Mr. Redditt. I don’t understand that. 

Mr. Fauntroy. You don’t understand? 

Mr. Redditt. I don’t understand the question, no, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. During our executive session, of course we went 
over this point many, many times. Counsel for the committee, Mr. 
Johnson, has revealed in the statement which he provided you 
from that executive session, reminded you that you had been char- 
acterized on national TV and in a number of public contexts as 
having the suspicion that you were stripped from the scene for the 
reason that you were conducting security on Dr. King, and had a 
plan to protect Dr. King, should any untoward event occur. I ask 
directly and in summary fashion of you a statement with respect to 
that characterization of you and your role at that time. 

Mr. Redditt. The role of where again as I expressed in the 
summary, I can think of no plan, protection from that standpoint. 
The only thing again, this is either cosmetic or whatever at the 
time, again as I stated, that everybody, every police officer should 
have some plan of action for whatever activities, and the only role 
that it could have played again was getting communications out to 
the units in the area, on the phone to the police department, to 
alerting them very quickly. Possibly again I made the statement 
that though it has not been substantiated by my partner, he was to 
remain at the window and I would go to the front, which still does 
not protect Dr. King. My going to the front of the building where 
the cars supposedly tact squads are of seeing some running, that 
again is a plan that you don’t know what you are going to carry 
out an 3 Tway. No one knows what they are going to do an 3 nvay until 
it happens, so that was again in conversation, and then not in 
communication of fact. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Chairman, may I reserve the balance of my 5 
minutes until such time as I have had to check? 

Chairman Stokes. The gentleman reserves his time. 

The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Dodd. 

Mr. Dodd. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Redditt, to whom did you report? Who was your principal 
superior on April 4 to whom you were accountable? 

Mr. Redditt. I was accountable on the intelligence to Inspector 
Tines. 

Mr. Dodd. Did you at any time have any direct communication 
with Mr. Holloman? 

Mr. Redditt. Only when I was summoned to the headquarters in 
the conference room. 

Mr. Dodd. What sort of information did you gather at the time 
you were conducting surveillance? 
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Mr. Redditt. Basically again out-of-town license plates, persons 
that were familiar or unfamiliar, depending on their character. On 
one occasion we were told to look for No. 3 license plates, which is 
Hamilton County, Tenn. 

Mr. Dodd. I am sorry, I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Redditt. We were told at one point to look for license plates 
No. 3, which is Hamilton County, Tenn. The reason was that they 
may have expected that those persons with those license plates 
may be a part of probably blowing up the sanitation strikes, I 
mean the barns or whatever, so that was again part of the role of 
looking for that. 

Mr. Dodd. Did you have any information, photographs, descrip- 
tions of people that might have been provided to you by the FBI? 

Mr. Redditt. No. 

Mr. Dodd. Did you prepare written reports on your surveillance 
activities? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. Dodd. And those were submitted to Mr. Tines, did you say? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes; Tines. 

Mr. Dodd. Tines, directly to him. 

To your knowledge, was Mr. Holloman aware of your assignment 
in a surveillance capacity? 

Mr. Redditt. I have no way of knowing it, sir. I would think. 
Again this is an opinion, I don’t know. 

Mr. Dodd. You would assume he would know. 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Dodd. That would be normal operating procedure 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. Dodd [continuing]. As director of safety and fire, he would be 
aware 

Mr. Redditt. Right. 

Mr. Dodd [continuing]. Who was conducting surveillance. 

At the time you were removed from your surveillance position at 
the firehouse, did you have a conversation with Mr. Holloman? 

Mr. Redditt. When I was removed, I was carried to his confer- 
ence room, to his presence. 

Mr. Dodd. Can you describe that conversation? 

Mr. Redditt. Again only that he was stating that there had been 
a contract and that a person there had flown in to relate this 
message and that they had secured a place at the Holiday Inn for 
my family and myself. 

Mr. Dodd. Did he ask you, did Mr. Holloman ask you, about 
what sort of information you had collected in your surveillance 
capacity? 

Mr. Redditt. No. 

Mr. Dodd. Was there any discussion of the quality of your work? 

Mr. Redditt. No; none of that. 

Mr. Dodd. Were you aware at the time that Mr. Holloman was a 
former agent for the Federal Bureau of Investigation? 

Mr. Redditt. No; I knew that he had been an FBI agent former- 
ly, retired FBI agent. 

Mr. Dodd. You knew that in 1968? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 
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Mr. Dodd. Did you know or do you know what the COINTEL 
program is? 

Mr. Redditt. Who? 

Mr. Dodd. COINTELPRO; counterintelligence program? 

Mr. Redditt. I was not familiar with that. 

Mr. Dodd. You were not familiar with it at all? You weren’t 
familiar, for instance, with the fact that there was a story circulat- 
ed on March 29 of 1968 from the COINTELPRO that Dr. King was 
staying in a plush, white-owned hotel? Are you familiar with that 
story at all? 

Mr. Redditt. I am familiar with it, but I didn’t know what source 
it came from. 

Mr. Dodd. You don’t have any knowledge whatsoever of what the 
counterintelligence program is or was. 

I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney. 

Mr. McKinney. I reserve my time for a moment, Mr. Chairman, 
and yield back to the delegate from Washington, Mr. Fauntroy. 

Chairman Stokes. The gentleman reserves the balance of his 
time and yields to the gentleman from the District of Columbia, 
Mr. Fauntroy. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Redditt, I want to read several portions of 
testimony in our executive session with you, and to ascertain 
whether or not this remains the truth today. 

Counsel for the committee, Mr. Akers, said: 

Mr. Redditt, I would like to get one other thing clarified. Do you recall that on 
April 3, 1970, two black firemen were transferred from fire station No. 2 at South- 
main Building? 

You replied: 

Yes, I heard about it. 

Mr. Akers said: 

You heard about it? Did you ever state that you felt that in particular the 
removal of Fireman Newsum was connected to the conspiracy in that you felt that 
you and he were the two most likely persons around the fire station to be able to 
identify strange persons in the area and perhaps identify and apprehend an assail- 
ant or assassin? 

Your reply: 

Well, I related this from— well, this was hearsay. I probably related it to some- 
body else what I had heard. 

Mr. Akers. Well, do you recall stating that to me in our interview in December of 
1976? 

Mr. Redditt. It is possible. 

Mr. Akers. Well, you did say that to me. Mr. Redditt, Inspector Tines has testified 
before this committee and he has testified under oath to the fact that you called 
him up on April 3 and indicated to him, or somehow communicated to him that you 
had a concern about one of two Black firemen in the firestation No. 2 because you 
knew they were involved in militant activities and sympathetic to strikers, to the 
strikers, and involved in the strike activities, and you felt that they would be a 
problem with respect to yours and Richmond’s observation post. And pursuant to 
that communication. Inspector Tines then called someone in the Memphis Fire 
I^partment and stated the problem and thereafter, as we know, the firemen were 
transferred. Do you recall talking to Inspector Tines about this? 

Mr. Redditt. I remember writing it. Richmond and I discussed it, and on break 
Richmond said the guy was giving him a hard way to go, so we decided to write it 
up as such, that not Wise but Newsum had ^ven us a hard way to go, and was 
going to give us a hard way to go and stay on his back. 
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Mr. Akers. So then it is a fact that you communicated at least in written material 
about their presence? 

Mr. Redditt. That is right. 

Mr. Akers. Then wouldn’t that be a fact, that that is the reason the black firemen 
were transferred in the first place? 

Mr. Redditt. It could be a possibility. Why both? I was talking about one. Well, it 
was an assumption. 

Mr. Redditt, is that pretty much still accurate, the responses that 
you gave to us in executive session? 

Mr. Redditt. That was after reading the memo. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Say that again. 

Mr. Redditt. That was— I read the memo on that particular 
thing when the answer was given. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And your statements there are statements which 
you would make today? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to reserve my time and yield back to 
anyone who may wish to be yielded to. If not 

Chairman Stokes. The gentleman reserves the balance of his 
time, which is 1 minute, and the Chair now recognizes counsel to 
the committee, Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Johnson. Mr. Chairman, with the committee’s permission, I 
would like to go over to the diagram and illustrate the situation. 

Chairman Stokes. You may proceed. 

Mr. Johnson. Mr. Redditt, can you see this diagram that is 
illustrated here and would I be correct in suggesting that this 
adequately depicts the crime scene on Main, Butler, Huling, and 
Mulberry Streets showing the fire station, the roominghouse and 
the Lorraine Motel? 

Mr. Redditt. That is correct. 

Mr. Johnson. Would I be correct then in the back of Fire Station 
No. 2, which is the locker room located here, would be the window 
that one would be able to look out and get an eastward view of the 
Lorraine Motel? Would I be correct about that? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 

Mr. Johnson. Dr. King was located in room 306, here. To get to 
the Lorraine Motel, and I am not sure whether you were aware of 
it or not but let me ask, were you aware of the fact that at this 
particular time the back door, which would lead out onto Mulberry 
Street, which would assume easy accessibility to the Lorraine 
Motel, did you know that at the time that your surveillance post 
was set up there, that that door was locked? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes. 

Mr. Johnson. All right. You didn’t have the key? 

Mr. Redditt. No. 

Mr. Johnson. All right, so if you were to leave the back of the 
fire station to get to the Lorraine Motel, assuming something had 
happened to Dr. King, your journey would then take you back into 
the center of the firehouse, take you north out of the side door 
which led to a parking area out here, take you east to this embank- 
ment which is approximately 9 feet high. You would then have to 
jump over the embankment, then run north on Mulberry street 
because there is an embankment here about 8 feet, enter the 
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courtyard, go up the circle of steps, go west — go east again and 
then to room 306. Would I be correct about that? 

Mr. Redditt. You would be correct. 

Mr. Johnson. All right. Now I direct your attention to page 131 
of Mark Lane's book, and I am directing your specific attention to 
the third paragraph. 

Mr. Redditt. Which book is that, counsel? 

Mr. Johnson. That is Code Name “Zorro", The Murder of Martin 
Luther King, Jr., Mark Lane and Dick Gregory, which has been 
marked as exhibit F-185. 

Now let me read to you, Mr. Redditt, from the third paragraph 
here. It says: 

According to Redditt 

I am quoting now, at least Mark Lane is quoting you, I 
gather • * * 

about half an hour, no more than 2 hours before Dr. King’s assassination lieutenant 
Arkin, who was in intelligence, came down to the station. He said, Ed, they want to 
see you at headquarters. Redditt was reluctant to leave his post, to abandon the 
entire security operation to Richmond. Redditt had difficulty leaving, since his plan 
to cut off a potential escape from the scene, should there be an attempt on Dr. 
King’s life, was predicated upon a functioning team of at least two men. 

Now my question to you, Mr. Redditt, does Mr. Lane in his quote 
here adequately set out the situation of that afternoon? 

Mr. Redditt. No. No. 

Mr. Johnson. Then, as this appeared in Mr. Lane's book, it is 
absolutely erroneous; am I correct about that? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 

Mr. Johnson. I have no further questions. 

One additional question. You have been asked earlier about a 
plan. You seem to have suggested “being a policeman maybe I had 
some ideas in mind about doing something to protect Dr. King," 
but Mr. Redditt, did there ever come a time, on either the 4th or 
the 3d or any time before that you went to any of these buildings 
and checked them out to see whether or not there was anything 
that might give way to an assassin being in any of those buildings? 

Mr. Redditt. No. 

Mr. Johnson. Did you ever, knowing the parking area here and 
the bushes on the embankment that leads directly over to Mulber- 
ry Street, did you ever go through the parking lot and maybe 
either on the afternoon of the 3d or the morning or afternoon of 
the 4th, just kind of walk through there and look around to see if 
anybody was sitting over there? 

Mr. Redditt. No; the only thing was by the fire station. 

Mr. Johnson. So if there ever was a time that you had a plan, 
the formulation of which was merely in your mind, no more, no 
less? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 

Mr. Johnson. Because at no time, assuming that you had a plan, 
did you ever undertake any kind of surveillance or security or 
whatever to implement. Would I be right then in assuming that 
even if you had a plan, you weren’t sure yourself what the plan 
would be, assuming that something would happen to Dr. King? Am 
I correct about that? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 



233 


Mr. Johnson. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The gentleman from the District of Columbia 
is recognized for 1 minute, the balance of his time. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr Chairman. 

Mr. Redditt, two quick questions. 

One, in response to Mr. PreyeFs question about a plan, did not 
Mr. Newsum in fact perform this service of surveillance, with 
respect to the actual event of Dr. King’s assassination, that you 
would have performed had you been at that window at that time? 

Mr. Redditt. I missed that. Did you say Mr. Newsum? 

Mr. Fauntroy. Yes. I mean Mr. Richmond, I am very sorry, 
please forgive me. Mr. Richmond. 

Mr. Redditt. Would you repeat the question again. Congress- 
man? 

Mr. Fauntroy. You indicated in response to a question here that 
you would have contacted security authorities around the city had 
you seen it from that window. Did Mr. Newsum do that— Mr. 
Richmond? 

Mr. Redditt. I am not aware of that, sir. I was not there. 

Mr. Fauntroy. You don’t know that he did that. 

Second, I have just this question which will require I think 
perhaps an extended answer by you. That is, you know the allega- 
tion of conspiracy that has come to be woven around your presence 
in Memphis and in the fire station during that week. That allega- 
tion is that you were stripped as security from the scene by a 
police chief who, prior to becoming police chief in Memphis, had 
been for 25 years employed by the FBI, some several years of that 
period very close to J. Edgar Hoover, and that the reason given for 
your stripping had to do with a threat on your life that the police 
chief felt merited his removing you from that post. 

I wonder if you would just, in light of what you now know, state 
to the committee how you think we should evaluate that allegation 
of conspiracy. 

Mr. Redditt. Quite a task. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Smothers. Congressman, I am not sure that the question is 
completely clear to the witness. Are you asking with respect to his 
own testimony or with respect to other matters that may have 
been considered by this committee of which he may be aware? 

Mr. Fauntroy. I am asking him to respond with respect to his 
own knowledge of his own role, and his understanding of the 
reasons for his removal. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
Chair will permit the witness to answer the question if he can. 

Mr. Redditt. I think, again on the more information that I have 
received or know of or have been made aware of^, as far as my 
involvement within the total assassination, I feel that my part or 
my function in the police department at that time would add — did 
not add anything, was not a part, would not have been a part of a 
scheme or a plan or a conspiracy. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I think that answers 
the question, and just to be clear, you are stating that if there were 
a conspiracy, you do not believe that your removal was a part of it? 

Mr. Redditt. Correct. 
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Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney, has reserved 
the balance of his time. 

Mr. McKinney. Mr. Redditt, I just want to get one last point 
clear just once more as firmly as I can. 

In your questioning in our executive session, you and Mr. Akers, 
staff counsel, discussed an interview you had with the British 
Broadcasting Co. Counsel said, “Did you tell the representatives of 
the British Broadcasting Co. that you were assigned to security for 
Dr. King on April the 4th?" 

Your reply was, “I really wouldn't recall." 

Counsel then said, “If you did, are you now prepared to retract 
such a statement?" 

You answered, “Yes." 

Is that answer the same today? 

Mr. Redditt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Do any other members seek recognition? Does counsel for the 
committee have any further questions, Mr; Johnson? 

Mr. Johnson. I have nothing further, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. Mr. Redditt, under the rules of our committee, 
at the conclusion of a witness’ testimony, either the witness or his 
counsel may be recognized for 5 minutes for the purpose of in any 
way explaining or amplifying the witness’ testimony. I would 
extend to either you or Mr. Smothers at this time 5 minutes for 
that purpose. 

Mr. Smothers. Mr. Chairman, first of all, let me thank the 
committee for the cooperation that we have received here in the 
scheduling of this appearance at a time convenient for both Mr. 
Redditt and counsel. 

Counsel’s only observation for the committee would, I believe, 
center around the central question which has been raised by many 
members, and that is the nature of the activity to which Mr. 
Redditt was assigned on April 3 and 4. 

It is apparent I believe from both the previous testimony and the 
record here today that Mr. Redditt began originally assigned to an 
intelligence unit, was at the time of the arrival of Dr. King at the 
airport assigned to the task of providing security, and that for 
reasons that are clear on the record that that security, at least in 
terms of a direct and close-in security, was withdrawn. 

I think that beyond that point the question of the nature of this 
witness’ activity, whether it was to be classified strictly as security 
or surveillance, is a matter which the committee clearly under- 
stands it must resolve. Our only concern would be that in the 
interpretation of this witness’ testimony that we understand here 
that we may in fact be dealing with terms of art. The problem is of 
course who defines those terms of art. 

We had, in attempting to develop for you today a clear dichot- 
omy between the security and surveillance activities, discussed the 
situation of other persons who are assigned to guard a presidential 
parade route, for example. The difference between an officer who is 
20 blocks away and watching the character and conduct of persons 
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in the area as distinguished from those who may be immediately 
around the person to be protected. 

I think it is clear from this record that the information provided 
to Mr. Redditt did not in fact put him in a position to make a clear 
distinction. I think it would be fair to say from this evidence that 
after the direction to withdraw from the inimediate area of Dr. 
King, that some kind of watching, some kind of surveillance, did in 
fact continue until such time as he was withdrawn. 

We believe that the committee’s efforts will clearly demonstrate 
rnany reasons not apparent to Mr. Redditt for those determina- 
tions, which were made by superiors in the department. If the 
testimony today has, and we hope it has, helped the committee in 
looking at this dichotomy between security and surveillance, then 
it appears that Mr. Redditt has been helpful as a witness. Beyond 
that, we have simply attempted to aid the committee in providing 
that factual information which will complete the committee’s 
record. 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you, Mr. Smothers. 

Does the committee have anything further? If not, then thank 
you, Mr. Redditt, for appearing. Thank you, Mr. Smothers, for your 
appearance here. 

The witness is excused. 

Mr. Smothers. Thank you. 

Chairman Stokes. There being no further proceedings to come 
before the committee at this time in this morning’s session, the 
committee will now recess until 2 p.m., this afternoon. 

[Whereupon, at 11:50 a.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 2 p.m.] 

Afternoon Session 

Chairman Stokes. The committee will come to order. 

The Chair recognizes Professor Blakey. 

NARRATION BY PROFESSOR BLAKEY 

Mr. Blakey. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Evidence heard by the committee in executive session indicates 
that the transfers of Firemen Newsum and Wallace may indeed 
have been recommended by Detective Redditt. His superior officer. 
Inspector Graydon P. Tines, testified before an executive session of 
the committee that Detective Redditt expressed concern over the 
presence of Mr. Newsum, a supporter of the striking sanitation 
workers. It was Detective Redditt’ s opinion, according to Inspector 
Tines, that Mr. Newsum might compromise the security of his 
surveillance post. 

Inspector Tines further testified that he informed the fire depart- 
ment of Detective Redditt’s concern, and the fire department re- 
sponded by transferring both Mr, Newsum and Wallace, the only 
other Black firemen in the station. 

The committee also learned that on the morning of April 3, Dr. 
King was met at the airport by a four-man police security detail 
commanded by Inspector Don Smith. On arrival at the Lorraine, 
the detail was increased to seven officers. Nevertheless, the detail 
was disbanded that same afternoon, leaving Dr. King virtually 
unprotected. 
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The committee has further learned that police tact units, consist- 
ing of three cars and 12 officers, were assigned to the vicinity of 
the Lorraine and were on patrol on April 3 and April 4. The tact 
units, however, were withdrawn shortly before the assassination. 

To account for the removal of the security detail and the tact 
units and to comment on the other allegations of official complic- 
ity, the committee has called Mr. Frank Holloman. Mr. Holloman, 
as director of fire and safety in Memphis in April 1968, was the 
official with ultimate responsibility for the removal of Detective 
Redditt. In addition, he is the accountable official for all of the 
actions of the Memphis Police Department, 

A retired FBI agent, Mr. Holloman once served in the office of 
Director J. Edgar Hoover. He has served as Special Agent in 
Charge of FBI Field Offices in Jackson, Miss., Atlanta, and Cincin- 
nati. He left the FBI in 1946 to practice law in Laurel, Miss. 

Mr. Holloman rejoined the FBI in 1948 and subsequently served 
in Louisville, Los Angeles, and at FBI Headquarters in Washing- 
ton. In 1959 he was assigned to the Memphis field office, where he 
remained until his retirement from the FBI in 1964. 

Mr. Holloman was director of the development for Memphis 
State University from 1964 to 1966, and executive director of the 
Mid-South Medical Center Council for Comprehensive Health Plan- 
ning until January 1, 1968. 

Mr. Holloman served as director of fire and safety in the city of 
Memphis from 1968 through 1970. He is presently executive direc- 
tor of Future Memphis, Inc. 

It would be appropriate at this time, Mr. Chairman, to call Mr. 
Holloman. 

Chairman Stokes. The committee calls Mr. Holloman. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give before this 
committee is the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 

Mr. Holloman. I do. 

TESTIMONY OF MR. FRANK C. HOLLOMAN, FORMER DIRECTOR 
OF FIRE AND SAFETY, MEMPHIS, TENN. 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you. You may be seated. The Chair 
recognizes counsel for the committee, Mr. Mark Speiser. 

Mr. Speiser. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Holloman, I welcome you to Washington. 

You have had the opportunity to hear our chief counsel, Mr. 
Blakey, briefly allude to your career with the FBI. I would like to 
ask you some more penetrating questions about your career with 
the Bureau and begin with that area of questioning on this point. 

Would you state for the record what your professional occupation 
is. I am led to believe that you are a lawyer by training. Is that 
accurate? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. When did you first join the FBI? 

Mr. Holloman. June of 1937. 

Mr. Speiser. While with the Bureau, did you succeed to positions 
of a supervisory nature? 

Mr, Holloman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Speiser. Isn't it a fact that there came a time when you were 
appointed agent in charge of certain field offices of the FBI? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Can you recapitulate for the committee the dates 
that you were assigned to field offices and the offices themselves 
where you served as the SAC, that is, the special agent in charge? 

Mr. Holloman. This is from memory and I will be inaccurate as 
far as specific dates are concerned. But I was agent in charge in 
Jackson, Miss., in 1943. I was there for a very short time, several 
months. Then I was transferred to Atlanta, Ga., and was there in 
1943, 1944, and then I was transferred to Cincinnati probably in 
1945, and I resigned from the FBI in 1946 while I was agent in 
charge at the Cincinnati office. After that, when I went back to the 
FBI, I was agent in charge of the Memphis office for a few months. 
I went there in August of 1959 and was agent in charge until 
March, or the spring of 1960. 

Mr. Speiser. What are the general functions of a SAC of an FBI 
field office? 

Mr. Holloman. He is the individual who is in charge of the 
office and has general overall administrative supervision of the 
office, its operations, and those who are assigned to it. 

Mr. Speiser. Who within the Bureau were you directly reporta- 
ble to? Was it Mr. Hoover? At least while you were serving in the 
FBI. 

Mr. Holloman. I would say yes. Yes. 

Mr. Speiser. Did there come a time when you in fact became 
very close professionally with Mr. Hoover during your career with 
the FBI? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Can you elaborate on that, please? 

Mr. Holloman. I was inspector in charge of his office here in 
Washington going back now from 1959 — I believe from about 1952 
until August of 1959. 

Mr. Speiser, For a period of 7 years you were inspector in charge 
of Mr. Hoover's office. What are the duties and responsibilities 
incumbent with that position? 

Mr. Holloman. I supervised the clerical employees in the office. 
I was the only agent in the office and I was the general supervisor 
of the office itself, and I also reviewed the memoranda, documents 
that went into his office, except correspondence which went direct- 
ly to his secretary, his executive secretary, and I generally was in 
charge of people seeing Mr. Hoover; making appointments, and 
advising him as to who he was to see or who wished to see him. 

Mr. Speiser. This lasted for a period of approximately 7 years? 

Mr. Holloman. Seven years, yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. How were you selected for that position? 

Mr. Holloman. He selected me. It was just a selection on his 
part. 

Mr. Speiser. Prior to being selected to that position, you had 
served as agent in charge of several field offices? 

Mr. H 0 U. 0 MAN. Before that, I was in Washington in a supervi- 
sory position in what was then called the crime records section or 
division of the FBI. 
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Mr. Speiser. Would you characterize your position as a fairly 
influential position within the Bureau, that is, as an inspector in 
charge? 

Mr. Holloman. Not from the standpoint of policy. In other 
words, I had no policy responsibility, to speak of. I was more as an 
aide, you might say, to the Director as far as supervising his office 
was concerned. But those who made the policy and who were 
responsible for the policy were the associate director at that time 
and the assistant directors. 

Mr. Speiser. As you previously stated, you had the opportunity 
to review reports that were furnished to the Director for his recom- 
mendation or decision. I imagine then that on occasions Mr. 
Hoover solicited your opinions and sought your input on decisions 
that had to be made on the reports that you were bringing to his 
attention? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. That is inaccurate? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. You never made any contribution concerning policy 
matters to Mr. Hoover? 

Mr. Holloman. Very little. Very infrequently, if hardly at all. In 
other words, I was a transmission belt, and I had nothing to do 
really with policymaking in the FBI. 

Mr. Speiser. What function would be served by your merely 
reading material prior to being read by the Director if in fact your 
views or opinions were not solicited? Why would you be there to 
read the mail prior to its going to Mr. Hoover? 

Mr. Holloman. My purpose was to see that his instructions were 
carried out and that memoranda or documents that were sent into 
him were properly prepared, knowing what his policy was as to 
what he desired in a memorandum, and then if there was some 
question there as to whether or not that was complete or not 
complete, then I would go back to the assistant director and have it 
corrected before I would send it into the Director. 

Mr. Speiser. In other words, to a substantial degree you played a 
fairly important role in the implementation of policy that was 
effectuated by Mr. Hoover? 

Mr. Holloman. Implementation, no, sir. I would say that we had 
a system at that time, what we called the— I forgot what we called 
the system, but there were certain memoranda that would come 
into him in which he would issue instructions in writing on those 
memoranda, and it was my responsibility to see that those instruc- 
tions were answered by the individual to whom those instructions 
were issued. 

Mr. Speiser. You precisely responded in the fashion that I had 
hoped you would. That is, from what you have just said, I would 
characterize your function as one of an implementer of policy. 

Mr. Holloman. I wouldn’t characterize my position as that im- 
portant. I was more the transmission going in and out. 

Mr. Speiser. Didn’t you just state that whatever decisions ema- 
nated from Mr. Hoover’s office, it was your responsibility to see 
that they were answered? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Speiser. Was your relationship with Mr. Hoover social in 
addition to professional? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. So you had no personal contact with Mr. Hoover 
outside of the office? 

Mr. Holloman. Very little. 

Mr. Speiser. While you were with Mr. Hoover in his office as 
inspector in charge, did you have the opportunity to discuss with 
him Dr. Martin Luther King or the movement that he was leading? 

Mr. Holloman. It is my recollection that Mr. Hoover never 
mentioned Dr. Martin Luther King to me at any time or discussed 
him with me at any time while I was in Washington. 

Mr. Speiser. Is it your recollection, then, that at least during the 
period 1952 through 1959, a 7-year span, that Mr. Hoover was not 
focusing upon Dr, Martin Luther King either as a subject of possi- 
ble concern to the Bureau or the movement that he was affiliated 
with? 

Mr. ftoLLOMAN. Not to my knowledge. Now, let me explain one 
thing. When you said did he discuss it with me, Mr. Hoover dis- 
cussed very little if anything with me. If I went into his office, it 
was to deliver something to him, and he didn’t call me in and ask 
my opinion on matters or discuss matters that were happening in 
the FBI at that time. 

Mr. Speiser. Let me approach my point from a different angle. I 
believe you previously testified one of your functions was to review 
much of the incoming correspondence that was directed toward Mr. 
Hoover. 

Mr. Holloman. Yes. 

Mr. Speiser. Do you recall during that period that you were 
inspector in charge reading any correspondence that was concerned 
with programs of the FBI directed toward Dr. Martin Luther King 
or the civil rights movement with which he was affiliated? 

Mr. Holloman. Not that I can recall there was any interest as 
long as I was there up until August of 1959. 

Mr. Speiser. So if I may summarize your testimony, you have no 
recollection of ever discussing with Mr. Hoover the Bureau’s atti- 
tude toward Dr. King, or reviewing any correspondence generated 
within the Bureau focusing upon Dr. King? 

Mr. Holloman. To the best of my knowledge, I would say that is 
correct. 

Mr. Speiser. Following the cessation of your tour of duty as an 
inspector in charge, you returned to the field; is that correct? 

Mr. Holloman. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Speiser. Following the termination of your position as in- 
spector in charge did you return to a field office? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes; I was agent in charge of the Memphis 
office. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you have any discussion with Mr. Hoover con- 
cerning Dr. King while you were the agent in charge of the Mem- 
phis office? 

Mr. Holloman. Not to my recollection, no, sir, 

Mr. Speiser. What type of activities did you specialize in while 
you were a member of the FBI? As I understand it, certain agents 
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are assigned to bank robbery squads, to espionage. What type of 
work were you primarily concerned with? 

Mr. Holloman. General criminal work almost exclusively. At no 
time can I recall was I working on internal security matters, as we 
referred to them. I would investigate bank robberies and criminal 
cases almost exclusively while I was in the FBI. 

Mr. Speiser. You performed a fair amount of intelligence-type 
work then; is that correct? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. You did no intelligence-type work while you were 
with the bureau? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir, not that I can recall. In other words, I 
was doing criminal investigations, like a bank robbery. I handled 
several of the bank robbery investigations that occurred in Mem- 
phis at that time, and that had no connection with intelligence. 

Mr. Speiser. So at no time while you were with the FBI were you 
involved in any surveillance- type activities or information-gather- 
ing activities for the Bureau indices; is that your testimony? 

Mr. Holloman. Not to my recollection, in the vein in which you 
ask me the question. I may have had a criminal informant during 
my tenure, but that was strictly a criminal investigation-type in- 
formant who would give me information regarding criminal activi- 
ties. I probably did have, all of us I would say generally had, 
informants in the Bureau. 

Mr. Speiser. Let me ask you this question: If to the best of your 
recollection you were not personally involved in intelligence-type 
work, did you ever through your position as agent in charge of 
several field offices become knowledgeable about the activities of 
the FBI in the intelligence-gathering field? 

Mr. Holloman. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Following your departure from the Bureau, as Mr. 
Blakey indicated in his narration, you held several positions until, 
I understand it, January 1 of 1968. At that time you were appoint- 
ed director of Memphis police. At that time you succeeded to the 
position of director of police and fire safety of the city of Memphis; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, I did. The title was director of fire and 
police. 

Mr. Speiser. Was that an appointed position or elected position? 

Mr. Holloman. It was an appointed position. 

Mr. Speiser. How were you appointed, and by whom? 

Mr. Holloman. The mayor at that time, the newly elected 
mayor appointed me to the position. 

On January 1 of 1968, to give you some view of what was hap- 
pening, a new form of government came into effect in Memphis. 
Before that they had a commissioner form of government. Then we 
had a council and mayor form of government. Mayor Henry Loeb 
was elected the first mayor. I did not know him personally or well. 
In other words, he was not someone that I was on a very close 
relationship with, and I was advised as to whether or not I would 
consider the appointment to this position of director of fire and 
police. My first answer was no. I was then approached the second 
and third time, and on the third occasion there were several promi- 
nent businessmen in Memphis who urged me to take the position 
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as they thought it was a public duty that I should accept. And I did 
accept it, on the condition that the mayor would not interfere with 
the operations of the police department or the fire department, and 
that relationship was agreed to and was complied with. 

Mr. Speiser. Apparently Mayor Loeb was fairly determined to 
have you fill that position of director if he made at least three 
efforts directly and indirectly to have you assume that position? 

Mr. Holloman. That’s my impression; yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Is Mayor Loeb still alive or is he deceased? 

Mr. Holloman. No, he is alive, and he lives in Forrest City, Ark. 

Mr. Speiser. What were his attitudes toward Blacks? 

Mr. Holloman. It’s hard for me to tell you what his attitudes 
were toward the Blacks. Now, I will say this, that when I was 
appointed director I was either the second or third director that 
was appointed, and I began to meet with him before January 1 
regarding what his plans were, and so forth, and at that time I 
learned from him that he did not plan to appoint a Black as a 
director. And I insisted that he definitely should do so. And as a 
result of that he did appoint a Black as one of his directors. Now 
for me to tell you what his attitude toward the Blacks was would 
be very difficult for me to say. He never indicated to me any, let’s 
say, racist attitudes toward the Blacks. Obviously I will say this, 
that his reputation in the community was that he had somewhat 
racist attitudes. But I cannot tell you what his attitudes were 
because I really don’t know, and he didn’t give me any information 
on which I can base a true answer to your question. 

Mr. Speiser. I believe when we met yesterday for the first time, 
you indicated to me, that it was your opinion that Mr. Loeb was a 
racist. Did I misunderstand you? Were you conveying to me what 
you understood to be the community’s understanding and percep- 
tion of Mr. Loeb? 

Mr. Holloman. The latter, the perception of the Black communi- 
ty in Memphis. He wiis not liked by the Black community in 
Memphis. 

Mr. Speiser. But you, yourself, having had 25 years of law en- 
forcement with the FBI and being trained to be a person to evalu- 
ate people, were unable to draw a conclusion then, and even now, 
as to Mayor Loeb’s attitudes toward Blacks? 

Mr. Holloman, In my opinion I don’t think he was a racist. 

Mr. Speiser. Yet his reputation was such within the community? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes. 

Mr. Speiser. What were your duties as director of police and fire 
safety? 

Mr. Holloman. I had general supervision and responsibility for 
the fire department and the police department. 

Mr. Speiser. Who was the chief of police at that time? 

Mr. Holloman. Mr. J, C. Macdonald. 

Mr. Speiser. And of the fire department? 

Mr. Holloman. Mr. Eddie Hamilton. 

Mr. Speiser. Between the period of January 1, 1968, when you 
were appointed to that position by Mayor Loeb, and April 4, 1968, 
when Dr. King was assassinated, would you characterize yourself 
as a mere figurehead occupying the position of director of police 
and fire safety, or were you involved in the formulation and imple- 
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mentation of policy and the actual operational phase of the police 
department? 

Mr. Holloman. I was not involved directly in the everyday oper- 
ational procedures of the department at that time, and I will 
explain it in this way: I took office on January 1. At that time we 
were faced with several, $3 or $4 million deficits, in the city gov- 
ernment, and by law we could not on July 1 have a deficit. So, 
from January 1 until February 15, about when the sanitation 
strike — I was involved deeply in fiscal matters. In other words, we 
were trying to see how we were going to cut back in operating 
expenses, and so forth, in order to come up to a July 1 deadline 
with no deficit. 

Then, of course, after the sanitation strike I was involved with 
the problems of a strike with two demonstrations a day. But I did 
not walk into the fire department and the police department as 
director and say from now on I am taking over. As a matter of fact, 
to illustrate as far as the police department is concerned — and I 
am not in this way trying to say I was not responsible; I was 
director of fire and police and I was responsible, but Hamilton was 
one of the finest fire chiefs this country has ever had and he ran 
the fire department. 

I was also permitting Chief Macdonald to run the police depart- 
ment. When there would be meetings as to what was happening 
during the sanitation strike as far as demonstrations and what not 
were concerned, I would go from my office over to his office instead 
of them coming to my office to report to me; I would go to his 
office, where the field commanders were reporting to him, in order 
to observe and to hear what was going on in the field. So I am not 
trying to in any way dodge my responsibility. I accept that. But I 
will say that in all fairness, the day-to-day operations of both the 
fire department and the police department at that time were han- 
dled by the chiefs of those respective departments. 

Mr. Speiser. I imagine that Mr. Loeb hired you for one of two 
reasons, either because you shared the same political beliefs that 
he possessed or, alternatively, because of your past experience, 
which was quite substantial, 25 years with the FBI, the most 
reputable law enforcement agency in the eyes of many people; 
either one of those two reasons were the foundation for your selec- 
tion as opposed to any fiscal know-how that you might possess? 

Mr. Holloman. I would assume that; yes. 

Mr. Speiser. Can you delineate, then, focusing upon the police 
department, what your responsibilities were vis-a-vis Mr. Macdon- 
ald, the chief of police? Between January 1, 1968, and the date of 
the assassination. 

Mr. Holloman. Right. I do delineate between the two because I 
think he was in charge of the everyday operational procedures in 
the department. I am not saying that I was not involved in any 
policy matters that might have come up at that time. And later on 
after that when the new chief of police came in, I will tell you that 
I was very active in the operations and the whole administration of 
the police department. 

Mr. Speiser. Were you involved in decisions concerning the 
transfer of personnel from one fire station to another or one police 
station to another? 
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Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. That did not fall within your province? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. That was within the discretion of someone below 
you? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. What was the nature of the relationship between 
the Memphis Police Department while you served as director and 
the Memphis office of the FBI? 

Mr. Holloman. Very cordial, cooperative relationship. 

Mr. Speiser. Would you say it was rather unique in the sense 
that here was an individual, namely yourself, who headed up both 
the FBI office and the police department? That in and of itself I 
would imagine would contribute to a harmonious relationship to 
the two? 

Mr. Holloman. It was unique but not for the reasons you gave. 
This relationship had existed for many years, and it did not change 
when I came there. In other words, it had been a very close, 
cooperative operation between the two departments. It continued 
after I came there, but it was not because it was me who was 
added. This situation existed. This was something that had existed 
for years and it was well known. 

Mr. Speiser. You say it was a well-known fact that the Memphis 
FBI and the Memphis Police Department worked well together? 

Mr. Holloman. Worked what? 

Mr. Speiser. Worked well together. 

Mr. Holloman. Right. 

Mr. Speiser. Probably more so than in the other areas where you 
served as either an FBI special agent or as agent in charge of the 
office? 

Mr. Holloman. I would say so; yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Was there a two-way street in terms of the flow of 
information? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes. 

Mr. Speiser. Intelligence information? 

Mr. Holloman. As far as I can recall, there was. 

Mr. Speiser. Was it the normal practice of the Memphis Police 
Department to furnish the FBI office in Memphis with intelligence 
information that it felt fell within the province of the FBI, and 
likewise for the FBI office in Memphis to furnish the police depart- 
ment in Memphis with information that it felt fell within its 
jurisdiction? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Were there agents still working in the Memphis 
FBI office who were there while you were director of the Memphis 
Police Department, and before that SAC of the Memphis FBI 
office? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. In other words, there were agents that worked 
under you while you were SAC who were still there while you were 
with the Memphis Police Department? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Were there a number of them? 
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Mr. Holloman. When you ask me a question, I was trying to in 
my own mind, trying to remember their names and how many it 
was. I would say it would have been somewhere between 5 and 10, 
but I couldn’t be more specific. 

Mr. Speiser. Was Mr. Jensen there? 

Mr. Holloman. No; he was the agent in charge who came in — he 
was not an agent. Mr. Jensen was not an agent while I was agent 
in charge. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you work well with Mr. Jensen? 

Mr. Holloman. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. When you succeeded to the position of director of 
the Memphis Police Department, did you pay particular attention 
and express more than casual interest io the intelligence area of 
the Memphis Police Department? 

Mr. Holloman. At what time? 

Mr. Speiser. When you first came on. 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. I believe when you first joined the Memphis Police 
Department they didn’t even have an intelligence division, that it 
was really in an embryonic stage, and because of your past experi- 
ence with the most well-known and largest source of intelligence- 
type information, that you took a special interest in trying to 
develop the intelligence division of the Memphis Police Depart- 
ment. Is that accurate or inaccurate? 

Mr. Holloman. I would say it is accurate as to a point. I cannot 
pinpoint as to when I first arrived there. I would say that yes, I 
was interested, and particularly during those times, I was interest- 
ed in intelligence and later on I was very much involved in and did 
push for a good, efficient intelligence bureau. 

Mr. Speiser. Are you familiar with the counterintelligence pro- 
gram of the FBI that is commonly alluded to by the acronym 
COINTELPRO? 

Mr. Holloman. No; except that there is a faint recollection that 
I have of a program of that type. That name means absolutely 
nothing to me. If it was called that, I do not recall it being that 
name in the FBI, but as far as the Communist Party was con- 
cerned, I have a faint recollection that there were some types of 
tactics similar to these that were probably followed. I don’t recall 
anything of this kind going outside of possibly the Communist 
Party sphere or area. 

Mr. Speiser. Up until the date April 4, 1968, is it your testimony 
that you, Frank Holloman, were unaware of any program initiated 
by the FBI targeting Dr. King, the main purpose of which was to 
discredit Dr. King among his peers? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. It is your testimony you are unfamiliar with that? 

Mr. Holloman. I am unfamiliar with that. 

Mr. Speiser. At any time prior to Dr. King’s arrival in Memphis 
on April 3, 1968, did you partake in any way, shape, fashion, or 
form, in the selection of the hotel that Dr. King would stay in? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. There have been suggestions that perhaps you were 
cognizant of an effort by the FBI to direct Dr. King toward hotels 
which were white-owned and plush motels, the purpose of which 
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would be to discredit Dr, King in the eyes of his black followers, 
and that you, as director of the police and fire safety in Memphis, 
knowingly assisted the FBI in implementing their program 

Mr. Holloman. That is untrue. As a matter of fact, when he was 
there on a previous occasion, when he stayed at the Peabody Hotel 
I didn’t even recall him being at the Peabody Hotel until I read 
some of the reports at that time. 

Mr. Speiser. You made no effort to direct Dr. King toward the 
Rivermont Hotel in Memphis? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir; absolutely not. 

Mr. Speiser. During the period that you were director of police 
and fire safety in Memphis from January 1, 1968, until Dr. King’s 
April 3d visit to your city, did the police department under your 
direction furnish anybody with any security protection? 

Mr. Holloman. Not that I recall, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Dr. King was the first person while you served as 
director for whom your department offered and in fact implement- 
ed security precautions for? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Speiser. From your experience with the FBI, you were 
aware, then, that the FBI normally does not engage in the service 
of providing protection for individuals who may be the targets of 
threats; is that accurate? 

Mr. Holloman. The FBI? 

Mr. Speiser. The FBI. They normally do not involve themselves 
in furnishing protection? 

Mr. Holloman. Correct. I never knew for them to do so. 

Mr. Speiser. So that is a primary mission of a local police depart- 
ment, if in fact such protection is to be afforded? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser, Prior to Dr. King’s April 3, 1968 visit to Memphis, 
did you personally become aware that there were threats that were 
directed toward Dr. King that might materialize if he arrived in 
Memphis? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t recall them myself at this time nor since 
this investigation has been going on. I have read reports which 
have alluded to the fact that there were certain threats, and I 
probably did know about them at the time. 

Mr. Speiser. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would request that 
MLK exhibit F-186 be marked into evidence and a copy be pro- 
vided the witness. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into 
evidence at this point. 

[Whereupon, MLK exhibit F-186 was marked for evidence.] 

[The exhibit follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-186 


CIVIL DISORDERS 

MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 
(February 12, through April lk,l968) 

A Report submitted to Mr. Frtoia llotlomon. Director 
of Fire and Police, 


by 


Lt.E.a.Ar!zin, oj the Inteiligence Section oj tlio Ins{edtionaL 
Jktreau of the Memphis Police Department. 
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Margh 20, 1968 (continued^ 

On 3/20/68 two instances of Strike oriented vandalism were reported, 
and threats were made to hum down both Longview, and Merrill School on Fri- 
gid, March 22, 1968, the date of the proposed Massive March to be led by Martin 
Luther King Jr, And an obscene telephone call was received by the wife of white 
Councilman, Jerred Blanchard 

On 3/20/68 Black Power Groups were ranging around the schools in 
South Memphis intimidating teachers a^ students, threatening them against 
holding classes on 3/22/68. The rumor was abroad as well, that militant negro 
Minister, Rev. Ezekiel Bell had made arrangements for Stokeley Carmidiael to 
come to Memphis and speak at his church. 

On 3/^/68 Local Black Power militant John B. Sinithalong witlfr 

other Black Power advocates went to die principal of Douglas High School, and 
demanded that he be allowed to speak to the students in fhd auditorium of ike school. 
He was however told to leave. ■/ j / V 

intelligence sources revealejf that the orgcmLpation of students for the 
planned march on March 22, 1968 was in the hands dftHe Rev. Harold Middlebrook, 

S. C. L. C. , and C. O. M. E. memb^, and the organizatian cf adult gyo ups and par- 
ticipation in the march was in the hmds of local militant Black Power leader. Rev. 
James Morris Lawson Jr. , . pastor of Centenary Methodist Church. And further that 
Gerald Fanion, another Negro leader ums organizing a large rally to be held on 
the parking lot at Club Paradise on be night of 3/21/68, and ih ich was to be br<sd- 
cast over WLOK. Furthermore on 3/20/68, James Bevel, on the Staff of Martin 
Luther King, SCLC leader wiOi leftist leanings, made an incendiary anti-war speech 
to the students at LeMoyne College referring to President Johnson as"another 
ler, and denouncing the Viet Nani, war, stating colored soldiers should befighiittg 
for their own rights here. Bevel had been broa^t to LeMoyne college by a Negro 
drama Department insiructor named Lee, and was notably friendly tuith Charles • 
Cabbage, local Black Power activist, and his group known as the Invaders dto laexd 
observed in the auStencer' j" 

Police remaUied constant 3/20/68 and involved the escort'- 

ing of garbage tnwks throughout the City, and the patrolling of marches and demon- 
strations, as weil as the regular neighborhood patrols. 

March 21.1968 

On 3/21/68 City Council members voted against Negro Councilman 
J. O. Patterson 's proposal allowing a dues checkoff for the AFSCME Union, and. 
passed instead a resolution calling for mediation sessions with both sides sitting 
down with Frank B. Miles, a former Federal mediator. 

On 3/21/68 Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. , was in Greenwood, Mississippi, 
organizing his Poor People's Campaign. , using a tenant farmer's shantyas the 
symbol of the campai^m. In Memphis however, Don Stevens of WHBQ Radio Sta- 
tion received a telephoned threat on the Life of Martin Luther King Jr. wherein 
a man with wlmt was described as having an Italian accent advised Mr. Stevens 
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, March 21^ 1968 (continued^ 

that if Martin Luther King returned to Memphis he would he shot, 3/22/68. 

An attempt was made with Southern Bell, Telephone ard Telegraph Co. to check 
out this call, but it was discovered that it uxzs made from a pay telephone booth, 
and nothing further could be developed about the caller. 

Tension was generally high Ui the city on 3/21/68 and Black Pover activ- 
ist groups were going around to the schools in the City, threatening the childrett, 
and tdachers and fhreatenitg to strip their cars and damage the schools if anyone 
showed up pr classes on 3/22/68. Such threats were reported from St. 

School, Gordon School, Humes and Northside High Schools. 

A large number of placards were delivered td 'Claybom Temple, Head- 
tfuarters of the Labor Union-Ministerial Alliance coalU^ during the strike by the 
C.A. Davis printing Co. Some of them were for local nij^chants and read: '-Closed 
Today— We are on March. " } 

Memphis Sous ing AdHority employees were receiving td ephone threats, 
allegedly from Cornelia Crenshaw, who hadbeen active in the Strike, and a former 
Mayor Ingram supporter and Memphis Sousing Authority employee. 

There was as well a -rumor, of a threatened walkout by Negro employees 
at Baptist HospitaL And at a meeting sponsored by the Union and the Minister's 
Alliance at Gie Mt. Olive, C. M.JSi-CImrchihere was talk of firebombs aid burning. 

A private business was threatened ^ the downtown area, as well as Hamilton High 
school., and a bus service in North Memphis i At these meetings, mimeographed 
and Zeroxed copies of H.Rap Brown's letter was from prison in Louisiana was being 
circulated by the Negro Activists, and the Ministers were distributing the C. O.M.E 
(Community on the Move for EquaUtyf letter enlisting the support of Memphis Sckoo 
teachers in suppo-/tmg:the marchfd'be led by Dr. Martin Luther King Jr, , planned 
for 3/22/68, 27iw date as well, a carbine is reported to lave been purchased by a 
Negro, associated with the activists, 

\\ ]\ 

On the evening of 3/21/68 Martin Luther King Jr, returned to Memphis, 
and held a strategymeeting at the Lorraine Motel, with reference to the proposed. 
March to be held 3/22/68. And -rumors were abroad that H.Rap Broim would come, 
to Memphis to participate in the march, though it was known that he was in jail in 
Louisiana at this time. 

March 22.1968. 

On March 22, 1968 Memphis -was visited with the heaviest snow fall since 
1892, and the Press Scimitar of that date carries a story vender the caption, "King 
March cancelled by S>iow, " and on its editorial page carried tfs editorial, "Give 
Mediation Full Chance. '■ 

Furthermore on the night of 3/22/68 suspicious Male Negroes in auto- 
mobiles were obse-rved in the vicinity of Mayor Loeb's home. Shots were fired 
into homes in two instances, resulting from s^Ute agitated t&ision. , and there 
were three reported mstancesof strike oriented vandalism. 
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March 31, 196S ( continued) 

By the evening of Sunday March 31, 19SS there were only WOO 
National Guardsmen reniawing in the City. 

And on the evening of 3/31/68 Rev. James Bevel, Rev.Hosea 
Williams, Rev. James Jacks, and Rev. James Orange aU of Martin Luther King's 
staff arrived in Memphis ostensibly to plan for the massive march which Mcrt^- 
LuGier King was to lead between April -3 end 5, 1968 in Memphis. 

The Commercial Appeal of 2/31/68 carried the store of Georgy 
Bryan, staff vnriter, tender the caption: 119 RIOT CASES FILL TWO COURTSi,. 

. Be reported that on Stturday March 30, 1963 in City Courts there were 119 rict 
cases. Be reported that 13 persons were held to the Sta^C; 66 cases were conth^^ 
ued, 6 persons were released after payn^g City Fines;\aad 34 persons were dis- 
missed. " ; 

Another story m the Commercial Appeal of 3/31/68 was carried^ 
under the caption: NEW MEBIATION EFFORT SUGGESTED BY 3 TOP CLERCYMm 
This story stated fiiat new efforts totua/d'rnedidtiofi of the Sanitation Strike ive>e^ be- 
ing suggested by Roman Catholic Bishop of Tennessee, Joseph Durick; Episcopal 
Bishop of Tennessee, John Vender Horst; and Metluidist Bishop of Tennessee; Ellis 
linger. ' \ / ' 

April 1. 1968. 7 :::-. 

On April 1,1968 Mayor Loeb' ordered the curfew lifted at 12 Mid- 
night, and a City spokesman stated Ike City vjos studying a series of steps to 
taken in the face of a prom ised second march by Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Several 
of King's aides were, in totsni p] ^im ing the March. 

/'^Strike oriented reports of vandalism, harassment etc contUTuedio^ 
increase over these reporfed for the previous night. 

2PM. 4/1/68, Agent Johnsdti of the local FBI Officer reported^ 
that Helen Perkm^i-of (he American Airlines office stated she held received a tele- 
phone call fi‘om a aged Male Wkite( or someme who sounded like cnef who 

stated: '’Your airlines brought King to Memphis, and liken he conies again a bcinb- 
.will go off and he will be assassinated. " 

■ (■ 

There were more threats reported against the life of Mayor Eoeb 
from members of Negro Juvenile gangs. 

luielligence information was that Dr. Martin Lutler King's Lieuten 
ants were being called to Memphis from all over the country. 

At l;3GPM there were 1200 Natunal Guardsmen left in the City,.axid 
by nightfall, not more tium 400 were expected to be left in the City. 

The March which started at 3;40PM April 1, 106 S involved betwee, 
400 and 800 dememsirators. 
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At rtl 1, 1968 (coni inued) 

Threats against the Memphis Police came in from a nunber oj sources 
bei ;en 3;30/68 and 4/1/68. And on one occasion, U.S. Civil Rights Commission 
worker, Rosetta Miller, who had been participating in the Denionstraiions since the 
start oj the SnaitaUon Strike, told Det. Redditt, that Uie^ were going to get kirn, and- 
if she had a gun herself, she tvould shoot him herself. This remark was made no dotot 
because it was knoum that Det. E. E. Redditt was returning mfor^nation from the meet- 
ings he attended to the Memphis Police Department. 


On April 1,1968 Larry Payne, a Male Negro teenager, who had been sluxt 
dusing the riots, after he had been found looting, and pulled a knife on a Police Officer, 
was laying in state in Clayhom Temple. Tne intimation being that his actions were- 
sanctioned by C. O. M, E. and the negro ministers who dwtded^on the issue of non-vio- 
lence seemed to be vxivering at this point in the direction of violence. 

April 2,1968 V’ // 



The Press Scimitar an 4/2/6^ jmce^^d stor^ceptioiied, MEMPBB MS qVlEZ 
NIGHT, quotes Asst. Chief Bill Price as reporting that activity during the night of 4/1/61 
had been no greater than usual. j i \ 


C The Commerc ial A ppeal carried a s tory imder the caption : KVYKENDA LU- 

Accuses king of sparking Memphis clash in whUdi Tennessee Congressmeat Dun 
Kuykendall on the House floor accused Hr. MarHn Lutler King Jr. of agitating destruct- 
ion and hatred in Memphis. \\ 


In another story in the ComPiercial Appeal under the caption: CITY STUDIES. 
COUNTER STEPS TO TUREATDF flA^ MARCH, it was reported that Mayor Eeiw^y^- 
Loeb was siudyini;what legal ste^-could be taken to prevent aiwther piass march, 
and among the remedies considei'ed were: Court Hzjunctions agaiitst Leaders; Resumptia 
of the Curfew; and ttie^Placmg-of Leaders under Peace and Financial Responsibility Bom 


ii 


bi a story he Press Scimitar of 4/2/68 tmder the ca^tUm: COUNCIL TAKI. 
NEW STRIKE ROLLi itfjos reported that the City Council was calling for resumption of 
mediation talks with Uld Garbage Strikers. 


C.O. M. E. held a strategy meeting at Claybom Temple at lOAM hStc 4/2/68 
in tJiich the jninisters associated explored the possibility of securing O. E. O, and W. O. 
P. C. money to pay for an office for them, and their operations. At another meethg of 
C. O.U. E. leaders at the Lorraine Motel 6PM 4/2/68, some of the Members asked for^ 
the removal oj James Morris Lawson as leader of COME. 

^ Tne body of Larry Payne who luid been shot dmHng tiie rioting 3/28/68 which^ 

h »een laying in State at Clapbom Temple since 4/1/68 roas viewed by tlwusands of 
stickers <md Strike Sympathisers. The Funeral was held in the Temple in the afternoon, 
with the Rev. B. T. Dumas officiating. Interment was in the New Park Cemetery on Som 
Lake Road. No incidents were reported during the Funeral, 


Bayard Rustim of the A. Phillip Randolph hist, , and Victor Gotbaum, Esec. 

director of th(> Tiictnri/'i C'.ratnt'i} nf fho & COOO Aovo/ta 
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Aj>ril 2, Uses (cotitijiued) 

frem alt over ike U. S. icould converge on Memphis, to niaroi. Local rumors were 
tat 30, 000 people would he hz Memphis for the Nationwide march to be led by Dr, 
Martin Luther King Jr, . 

bitelligence sources revealed that Charles Cabbage, Edtvina Harrell, John 
B. Smith and other Invader leaders vjeve meeting in Room 3l5 of the Lorraine Motel 
tviSi other Black activists and King aides, and tJzat anottiemieeting between them and 
Martin Luther King was being planned fer 4/3/68. Tney held two meetings at 6PM 
and $ PM in re; the fuiiding of the bivaders by National organizations. 


April 2, 1968 a Mr. Robert Campbell of 3546 Aurora Circle called stating: 
that he had received a telephone call from Columbus, Ohio from a former business 
associated wlw was a reliable man, iho stated tlat if King returned to Memphis 
Airport for Ms March, he would he killed by a Negro anki^ that a tdd±ec^ltxeaxi^ 
Memphis Policeman would be blamed for it. Mr^Campbell 's frdbid would vbt re- 
veal where he luxd received this mfomution. 




4/2/6S at a Press Cot^erence at Claybom Tcfnple, Rev. Samuel Kyles, and 
Rev, Jesse Jacksen , an S. C. L. C. member arniounced Mass meeting s would be re- 
sumed 4/3/68. Rev. Kyles also announced that he was soliciting all alleged Police 
Brutality Complaints, Rev. Jesse Jackson called for boycotts cilArtg four Mempfis- 
targets. Coca Cola Bottling Co. ; Harts Breda Co. ; iVonder Bread Co, , and Sect 
Test Dairy Predicts. He accused^ite racism for the trouble in Memphis. 

In cn hzterview witlt Inspector Tires otz 4/2/68 the Rev. Diawitt Alcanr, 
a local Negro Minister acciised Rev. James Morris Lawson & Rev. M. Ralph Jackson 
for pie riot on 3/2S/6S. HAalso accused Lawson of being a communist. He further 
indicated that he felt Hat Yadco^cjid Maxine Smith, and Jesse Tamer ofNAACP^ 
could not longer^naintdin e^ectS^eaderskip of the Negro Community in Memphis. 

Spokdsmsn fTOor tk^Negxp Ministers in volved in the strike stated that they 
would ignore any injustctUni against holding a MasswigMarch in Memphis. There wer* 
only 7 4eportedMstances of strike oriented harassment and vandalism on 4/2/68. 


April 3, 1968. 


Under the caption of DAY OF DECISIONS, the Press Scimitar oj 4/3/68 
carried a picture of Mayor Henry Loeb, and Director of Fire and Police , Frank 
C. Holloman, entering the Federal Building seeking an injunction a^inst the plan- 
ned Nationwide March to be led in Memphis by Dr. Martin Luther King. The same 
story shows a picture of Dr. Martin Luther King arriving at the Airport with kis 
aides. 

The Commercial Appeal of 3/3/68 under the caption MARCH SPOKESMAN^ 
YOi‘/S TO IGNOFiE ANY COURT BANS, carried a story quoUng the Reo. Samuel B. 
Kyles stating , “such things as injunctions or peace bond would have no effect on 
the march, *• 


The headlines of the Press Scimitar of 4/3/68 were JUDGE FORBII^ BIG 
MARCH PLANNED LED BY KING, UNION MEN. , and the story accompanying it 



252 


^'pril 4, 1968 (continued) 

^Imn. Richmond reported that there were approx, 10 Male Negroes in the Marking 
of the Lorraine Motel at the time Dr, King teas siiot. 

During the day of April 4, 1968 prior to the Assassination of Dr. Martin-. 
Luther King Mr, Cato Ellis advised that Federal Marshalls were guarding the homes, 
of Federal District AUy, Tom Robinson, Federal Judge MdcRae, and Federal Jidge 
Sailey Drown. 

Intelligence sources further report that at the meetings between S. C, L, C, 
and the invaders at the Lorraine Motel, S.C.L. C. was endeavoring to secitrix iUe-. 
services of the Invaders as parade marshalls for the massive march planned for April 
8,1968. Furthermore at one of these meetings the Rev. James Morris Lawson was- ovoi 
heard to have made the remark, " Thank God for the riotfdj last week, for without it 
we would never have gotten all this outside help. " | | 

It is worthy of note that four tact units were^wotUing near the LorraitzmMotei 
at the time Dr.Martim Luther King was shot, al {hg~wUk-six additional cars 
manned with four men each, all of whom along. loifh *Homi(^e and frteUigence Officer, 
were dispatched to the scene to guard it, and assist in the search for the Assassiii of 
Dr, Martin Luther King. (The Tact Units, consisted of from IZ to 16 men each) 

</ // 

April 4, 1968 a curfew was declared betibeen TPM and 5AM and Mem^is City 
Schools were dordered closed for 4/5/68. Got>emor Buford Ellington ordered the 
National Guard to Memphis, and zdriZ.Midnigkt Lt.Arkin of Police Department lutelli^ 
gence reported 800 Law Enfprcem&zi OffK duty consisting of Memphis Police^ 
ment, Temtessee Eighvxiy Patrolmen, and Sheriff's Deputies, and by Midnight 2800' 
National Guardsmen had arrived in the City. 

\\ // . 

There were fotApril 4, , 19^ 8'16 reported incidents of strilte oriented vaUDdL-^ 
ism, and at ll;4GPM the- rumor was^aitroad, that Bemie Lansky a Deale Street tnerebe 
who had suffered ^ the riot of 3/23/6S had hired the assassin of Dr. Martin Luther Kh 

i! f!- 

ApHl 5.1958. W / : 

The ass^sination. of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. , received nadzonanide news 
coverage, for several days following his death, the Memorial March for him in Memp 
on April 8, 1963, and his funeral. 

In Memphis April 5, voas a day of arson and looting. , as reported on tlie edt 
ial page of the Con.mercial Apeal of 4/5/68, which shovoed pictures of the burning of 
Ferrell Lumber Co, , at lOOl North Second, above an editorial c<p Honed: MEMPHIS 
NEEDS CALM. , WRICK went onto say: 

^ "The death of Dr. King does not solve any pro- 

blems in Memphis or in the nation. Indeed, it aggravates the existing problems and 
makes more urgent the need for settlement of the Memphis dispute that precipitated 
the assassination. " 

V In the Press Scimitar of 4/5/68 bi a story under the caption: DAYLIGHT 
VIOLENCE BREAKS OUT AFTER BUSY NIGHT FOR POLICE. 116 Arrests were re- 
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Mr. Speiser. Mr. Holloman, for the purpose of the members of 
our audience, just to summarize what MLK F-186 is, it is a report 
prepared by Lieutenant Arkin of the Memphis Police Department, 
directed toward you, entitled, “Civil Disorders, Memphis, Tennes- 
see,” covering a period February 12, to April 16, 1968. 

This is just a segment of that report, and on pages 30, 39, and 41 
of that report there is information that has been apparently re- 
ceived by the Memphis Police Department concerning threats that 
might be implemented against Dr. King when he arrived in Mem- 
phis on his April 3 visit. One apparently came from a radio an- 
nouncer, a second came from an FBI agent, and the third, the 
information came from an independent source. 

Were you familiar with the information that was the substance 
of this report prior to Dr. King’s coming to Memphis on April 3? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t recall specifically that I was, but in all 
probability I was aware of it. I do not deny that it was brought to 
my attention. I do not recall specifically these matters to which 
you have referred. 

Mr. Speiser. Had Dr. King or any members of his immediate 
advisers requested security protection in connection with their 
April 3 visit to Memphis? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. They refused it. 

Mr. Speiser. No. I am asking you initially prior to their visit did 
they orally or in writing request the Memphis Police Department 
protection when they arrived in Memphis for Dr. King and during 
his stay? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. If you were not privy to any information concerning 
threats that had been directed against Dr. King prior to his arrival 
on April 3, and if Dr. King did not personally or through an aide 
solicit protection from the Memphis Police Department, then what 
prompted your department to take it upon themselves to offer Dr. 
King protection? 

Mr. Holloman. Because a week before that he was in Memphis 
for the march of the 28th, I believe it was, and at that time there 
was a riot. The march was not successful, it broke out and it 
resulted in a riot in Memphis, and Dr. King was there. And there 
was a question as to our concern for his welfare, that something 
similar to that might occur again. But I do not want my testimony 
to show that on one of the premises you stated, that I was not 
aware of any threats, because as I said, I do not now recall those 
threats, but I would also say that in all probability I was aware of 
those threats. 

Mr. Speiser. You are aware that Dr. King had made two prior 
visits within 2 weeks prior to the April 3 visit, that is on March 18 
and March 28. Why was there no protection afforded him on those 
occasions? There was a sanitation strike that was in effect at that 
time, was there not? 

Mr. Holloman. Right. 

Mr. Speiser. Why was there no protection afforded him at that 
time? 

Mr. Holloman. He was just another person who was involved in 
the sanitation strike, and there was no reason apparently that we 
even thought of providing security for him. 


36-411 0 - 79-17 
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Mr. Speiser. If he was just another person involved, then why on 
April 3 did you merit protection? 

Mr. Holloman. Because of the riots of the 28th to a very large 
extent. 

Mr. Speiser. Were you personally involved in the planning and 
formulation of the security measures that would be instituted in 
protecting Dr. King? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir, not directly. That would have been an 
operational matter as to what would be done and by whom it 
would be done. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you have any knowledge prior to Dr. King’s 
arrival on April 3, 1968, there were going to be security measures 
instituted for his safety? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. Yes, sir, and that a detail would be sent 
to the airport to meet him. I knew that, yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser, Did you know who headed up that detail? 

Mr. Holloman. Did I know at that time who was on the detail? 

Mr. Speiser. Who was in charge of the detail or the arrange- 
ments? 

Mr. Holloman. It would have had to have been the chief of 
detectives. Don Smith was the inspector in charge of it. I must 
have known that much. 

Mr. Speiser, But you don’t recall at this time — put aside do you 
recall — I am asking you, did you involve yourself in the formula- 
tion of the actual details of the security measures that would be 
instituted? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir, I did not do that. I was probably aware 
of them. I was probably advised of them, but I was not involved in 
the actual formulation and the operation of them. 

Mr. Speiser. Was that not a critical time in the history of the 
city of Memphis, April 3, that is, the possibility of an impending 
strike? I believe, as a matter of fact, you were in court that day 
trying to get an injunction to prevent that strike? 

Mr. Holloman. To prevent- 

Mr. Speiser. I am sorry, to prevent the demonstration. 

Mr. Holloman. To the march Dr. King came there for. 

Mr. Speiser. So wasn’t that a critical period in the city of Mem- 
phis? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes; it was, because only a week before we had a 
riot, and I think that our concern was we might have another riot 
because of Dr. King’s presence. 

Mr. Speiser. Despite these circumstances you did not become 
personally involved in the details of planning Dr. King’s protec- 
tion? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. You did not feel that merited your attention? 

Mr. Holloman. It is not my recollection that I sat down with the 
chief or with the commanding officers and made the specific ar- 
rangements for a security detail of Dr, King. The idea was I knew 
that that would be done, but how it would be done and the imple- 
mentation carried out, I would not have been involved in that. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you request that you be kept apprised on an 
hourly or periodic basis as to the progress? 
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Mr. Holloman. I am sure that I asked to be kept advised of what 
was going on. 

Mr. Speiser. At what point did the security for Dr. King begin? 

Mr. Holloman. When he arrived on the plane on April 3, about 
10:30 in the morning. 

Mr. Speiser. To the best of your recollection, Inspector Don 
Smith was in charge of the street detail that was furnishing the 
security protection for Dr. King? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes. He had a detail of four men and it was later 
complemented by two other men who did not go there. But the 
other four men, Don Smith and four men, went to the airport. The 
other two men joined them later, as I recall. 

Mr. Speiser. Who is Mr. Smith’s supervisor? Who is he account- 
able to, the chief of detectives? 

Mr. Holloman. Well, I don’t know whether that is the immedi- 
ate next line but, yes, the chief of detectives. In a detail of this 
kind he would probably definitely be reporting to the chief of 
detectives. 

Mr. Speiser. What was his name? 

Mr. Holloman. Mr. Houston, Bill Houston. 

Mr. Speiser. Who would Mr. Houston be accountable to? 

Mr. Holloman. He would be accountable to the chief of police. 

Mr. Speiser. Mr. Macdonald? 

Mr. Holloman. Right. 

Mr. Speiser. And Mr. Macdonald in turn was accountable to you? 

Mr. Holloman. Right. 

Mr. Speiser. How long did the security for Dr. King continue? 

Mr. Holloman. From the records that I have read, that detail 
continued until approximately 5 o’clock on the third. 

Mr. Speiser. You have alluded to records that you have read. 
When were you first siware that security of Dr. King had been 
terminated? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t know, sir. I do not recall at that time 
having any knowledge regarding the cancellation of that detail. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you testify before this committee in executive 
session in March of this year? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you inot testify in March of this year that it was 
not until approximatel}^ 30 days prior to your appearance before 
this committee that you first learned that security for Dr. King 
had been terminated at 5 o’clock on April 3? 

Mr. Holloman. I do not recall whether that was my testimony 
or not. If it was, I will say that testimony is correct. 

Mr. Speiser. If you did testify to that, would you say it is accu- 
rate? 

Mr. Holloman. I would say it is correct from my recollection at 
this point. I don’t recall contemporary with the time that I knew at 
the time that Dr. King was assassinated that the security detail 
had been pulled off. 

Mr. Speiser. To the best of your recollection, it was approximate- 
ly February of this year, some 10 years later, that you first learned 
that security had been pulled off Dr. King? 

Mr. Holloman. At least it was at that time my recollection was 
refreshed to know that it had been done. Now, whether or not that 
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was absolutely the first time I knew about it, I cannot say at this 
time because of my memory on it. 

Mr. Speiser. Do you know why security on Dr. King was termi- 
nated? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would choose to have 
entered into the record MLK exhibit F-187. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record at this point. 

[Thereupon, MLK exhibit F-187 was entered.] 
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MLK Exhibit F-187 


MEMPHIS POLICE DEPARTMENT . 

CRIMINAL IN VESTIGA TION DI VISION 
MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 
April 5,l96b. 

RE: Detail with Dr, Martin Luther Kins Jr . . ' 

April 3, 1968. ■ . 

Mr. .7. P. Huston, Chief, “ 

Criminal Investip,ation Division, 

B u i I (f i n fi. ■ 

Deccr Sir: 

April 3,l96ii ,':;SOAM I ivas instructed by Chief i7. P. Huston to go to 
the Metropolitan Air[Kirt along with a detail of men who tvill be listed below: 
for security purposes far Dr. Martin Luther i\ing Jr. , who was to arrive in 
this City aboard jlight 381 Eastern Airlines., at 10;15AM. 

,yWi me Oil this detail were: Lt. Wm.Sclmltz of the Homicide Stireau, 
Lt. George Kelly Davis and Det.Ronald B. Ilotvell, of the Vice and Narcotics Bur- 
eau. I arrived at the Metropolitan Airport at approx. 9;10AM April 3, 1968 and 
proceeded immediately to gate HU, where flight 381 from Eastern Airlines was 
to deplane. 


On our arrival at gate 17 at the Metropolitan Airport there was no one 
at this gate and only two passengers crossed the hall way at gate 18. , awaiting 
an outgoing flight. At approx. 9;15AM on Afril 3,1968 a white female reporter, 
and white male camera man arrived at gate HU. A very few minutes later, Mrs. 
Thymas Matthews, Colored Female arrived at Gate HU, and during the conversa 
lion with Lt, George nelly Davis she stated that she had coine to the Airport to 
pick up Dr. Ring. Mrs. Matthews stated that they had not asked for Police to be 
assigned to Dr. Ring. 

Between 9;l5AM and 10;33AM which is the time flight 381 arrived (Baste 
A . ' drived in Memphis, a crowd of approx. 60 to 70 people had congregate 

at gata iiixd in the hallvxiy between gate HI 7 and gate H18, Some of the people ui 
haa congregated at this location were oiibound passengers. , on the Eastern Air L 
flights and did not come to that location to greet Dr. King. The majo-rity of the pet 
congregated tliere were from the news media. There were approx, 15-20 Color ea 
males and females who were not with the news media. 

After Dr. King deplaned at U>:33 AMOiis plane being late) he held a shm 
press conference in the Jjall way near gate HU .at the Metropolitan Airport. Our 
dispatcher was kept advised of the approx, number of people who loere congregat 
at Gate HU, and be was also advised the exact time Dr. King deplaned, and that tl 
crowd assembled teas orde'fly. 

Shortly after Dr. King's press conference he started toward the Main lot 
of the Airport ter7miial, and while tmlking down the hall way the writer approach 
Itcv. James Lawson and after identifying himself asked Rev. Lawson if he would 
tell me wnere they tveare going on leaving Hie Airport, Rev. Lawson stated, "I7e 

have not ftdly made up our minds." 

Dr.King got into a grey jnth a black vinyl top Buick Blectra bearing.~Te 
License JP 9735, tvhidt was parked on the upper drivetcay at the Meiropoiiiix^AVi 
port. T^is car was driven by Mrs. Thomas Mattheius and Dr. King toas ui the fro 
seat with her. There were three colored males in the rear seat of this automobi 
There was also a yellow Lincoln Contmental with a black vinyl top bearing Tenn. 
BT-0039, which loas occupied by several Male Coloreds, who left the Airport ale 
with the Buick Carrying Dr. Martin Luther King. The Dispatcher was advised of 
the description of the oars and the license numbers. , and the above mentioned 
officers followed keepuig the Dispatcher advised of our location and our final de- 
stination, ivhich was the Lorraine Hotel located at 406 Mulberry, arriving there 
at approx. ll;20AM. After arriving at the Lorraine Hotel another cruiser oc- 
cupied by Inspector J.S. Gagliano, Lts. Hamby and Tucker, arrived at this locati 
at 7ny request to assist in securing the area where Dr, King ivas staying. 

At approx. 12:05PM April 3, l9f>8 Dr„^ng left the Lorraine Motel in 



258 


{■a^e Trjo( Jctail tuilU hr.AMrlw Luther i.iitn. -il/rtt 3,196'c,) 

Hie same black over ^ay Bttick bearing Tcnn.JP 9735, driven by Mrs, Thomas 
Mattheivs, And the above mentioned ojficers follotvsd this car carrying Dr. King 
to 5&4 East McLemore, the Centenary Metitodist Church, where the officers in 
Cruiser John -1, secured the front entrance to the Church off of McLemore and 
David 1, secured the rear entrance, off Edith. 

Dr. i'Mig in the same automobile driven by the same person left 5S4 E. 
McLemore at approx. 2;15PM. , and was pllowed by a white Cadillac with a black 
vinyl top. bearing Tern. License /i)0 -0703, driven by Solomon Jones and an unkn 
Colored Male sitting in the front seat loith thedriver. The above mentioned officer 
followed these two cars back to the Lorraine Hotel where the entrances were seem 
by the officers who remained on duty at that location until approx. 5;05PM. Dr, Ki 
arrived at the Lorraine Hotel on the last occasion at approx. 2;25PM. 

During the time we were on duty at the' entrances of this Hotel between 
2;2SPM and 5;05PM the Federal Marshall atul some of his deputies arrived at thU 
location and Dr. King along with some of his aides were served with an inunction. 
Approx. 30 minutes after this injunction was served on Dr. King and his aides a 
meeting was held in Room 307 of the Lorraine Hotel, between Dr. King Jus aides 
and several attomies. 

It is not known by the writer if Diere were Detectives assigned to this 
Detail after 5;0SPM when we were pulled off, but it should be noted that at no timt 
did Dr. King or anyone else asks for Police Protection while I was on this detail. 


Respectfidly submitted. 


H.Smtfh, Insl^tor, 7765, 
Juvenile Bureau. 


Mr. Speiser. For your edification, I am not going to ask you any 
questions on this exhibit, but MLK F-187 is a report dated April 5, 
prepared by Inspector Smith to the chief of detectives, Mr. Huston, 
concerning his sui^eillance activities on Dr. King. And, in essence, 
it indicates they picked him up at the airport and followed him and 
watched him throughout that entire day until 5 o’clock on the 
evening of April 3, 1968. 

At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would also choose to have entered 
into the record MLK exhibit F-188. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record. 

[Whereupon, MLK exhibit F-188 was entered.] 
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MLK Exhibit F-188 

Mr. Akers. All right. At any point after Dr. King went 
into the church at McLemore Avenue did you disperse your men 

in any sort of particular way? 

Mr* Smith. No, sir, we stayed in the cars I believe 
until they came out emd we followed them back to the motel 
to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Akers. Did anything of significance occur on the 
route back to the motel? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. This is the point where I thought 
they were trying t o lose us. 

Mr. Akers. Could you elaborate on that? 

Mr. Smith. Yes. They would make turns. It was leaving 
the impression of course they knew we were there and they 
acted like they were trying to lose us. 

Mr. Akers. Well, again what were they doing? 

Mr. Smith. They would turn off of the most direct 
routes to side streets and we just followed along. 

Mr. Akers. Did they make turns without making signals? 

Mr. Smith. Yes. 

Mr. Akers. Did they run any traffic signals? 

Mr. Smith. I did not see them run any traffic lights, 
no, sir. 

Mr. Akers. What did you do once you arrived back at the 
Lorraine Motel? 

^ Mr. Smith. I went to the phone and called Chief Houston. 

Mr. Akers. What was the nature of that call? 
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Mr. Smith. I told him that unless he gave me an order 
to the contrary that I was requesting permission to pull the 
'Security detail. 

Mr. Akers. What did he do at that time? 

Mr. Smith, ne told me to hold on. He left the phone ^ 
left for a few minutes — I don't remember how long. He 
came back and said. Secure the detailTj 
p""^Mr. Akers. Well/ did you assume anything from his 
'edss^ce? 

Mr. Smith. I assumed that he was talking to someone but 
I don't know this. 

Mr. Akers. He never indicated to you that he talked to 


anyone? 

Mr. Smith. NO/ sir. 

Mr. Akers. Would you assume ^at he talked to the 
Police Chief? 


Mr. Smith. I would assume if he was going to talk to 
anyone it would be the Director or the Chief. 

Akers. Again you are refeinring to Director Holloman 
"or Chief Macdonald? 

Mr. Smith. Yes/ sir. 

Akers. So what did Chief Houston tell you? 

Mr. Smith. He told me to secure the detail. 

Mr. Akers. Is that what you did? 

Mr. Smith. That is what I did. 
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Mr. Akers. What time was that? 

Mr. Smith. 1 don’t remember what time it was. 

Mr. Akers. Would that have been late afternoon? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Akers. Well, your report says 5:05 p.m. iJould that 
be correct? 

Mr. Smith. The report would be correct. It was written 
at the time this happened so it would be correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. Akers. Did anyone relieve your security detail? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Akers. To your knowledge was any security for Dr. 
King provided after your departure? 

Mr. Smith. Not to ray knowledge, no, sir.. 

Hr. Akers. Did you at any time attempt to communicate 
to Dr. King’s party that you were leaving *tlie area and 
securing the security detail? 
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Mr. Speiser. MLK exhibit F-188 is a segment of the testimony of 
Inspector Don Smith before this committee in executive session 
under oath in March of this year. 

I would like to read that portion into the record. It is directed 
toward the line of questioning with which we are concerning our- 
selves. The staff attorney that is questioning him is Mr. Akers. 

Mr. Akers. All right. At any point after Dr. King went^ into the church at 
McLemore Avenue, did you disperse your men in any sort of particular way? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. We stayed in the cars, I believe, until they came out and we 
followed them back to the motel to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Akers. Did an3rthing of significance occur on the route back to the motel? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. This is the point where I thought they were trying to lose us. 

Mr. Akers. Could you elaborate on that? 

Mr. Smith. Yes. They would make turns. It was leaving the impression, of course, 
they knew we were there and they acted like they were trying to lose us. 

Mr. Akers. Well, again, what were they doing? 

Mr. Smith. They would turn off of the most direct routes to side streets and we 
just followed along. 

Mr. Akers. Did they make turns without making signals? 

Mr. Smith. Yes. 

Mr. Akers. Did they run any traffic signals? 

Mr. Smith. I did not see them run any traffic lights, no, sir. 

Mr. Akers. What did you do once you arrived back at the Lorraine Motel? 

Mr. Smith. I went to the phone and I called Chief Huston. 

Mr. Akers. What was the nature of that call? 

Mr. Smith. I told him that unless he gave me an order to the contrary that I was 
requesting permission to pull the security detail. 

Mr. Akers. What did he do at that time? 

Mr. Smith. He told me to hold on. He left the phone, left for a few minutes — I 
don’t remember how long. He came back and said. Secure the detail. 

Mr. Speiser. Let me interrupt that questioning to explain from 
our interviews with Mr. Smith, secure the detail, meant to abandon 
the detail, terminate the security. 

Mr. Akers. Well, did you assume an5d;hing from his absence? 

Mr. Smith. I assumed he was talking to someone, but I don’t know this. 

Mr. Akers. He never indicated to you that he talked to anyone? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Akers. Would you assume that he talked to the police chief? 

Mr. Smith. I would assume if he was going to talk to anyone it would be the 
director or the chief. 

Mr. Akers. Again you are referring to Director Holloman or Chief Macdonald?” 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Akers. So what did Chief Huston tell you? 

Mr. Smith. He told me to secure the detail. 

Mr. Akers. Is that what you did? 

Mr. Smith. That is what I did. 

Mr. Akers. What time was that? 

Mr. Smith. I don’t remember what time it was. 

Mr. Akers. Would that have been late afternoon? 

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Akers. Well, your report says 5:05 p.m. Would that be correct? 

Mr. Smith. The report would be correct. It was written at the time this happened, 
so it would be correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. Akers. Did anyone relieve your security detail? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

Mr. Akers. To your knowledge was any security for Dr. King provided after your 
departure? 

Mr. Smith. Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 

Mr. Akers. Did you at any time attempt to communicate to Dr. King’s party that 
you were leaving the area and securing the security detail? 

Mr. Smith. No, sir. 

So, according to Mr. Smith at 5:05 the security was terminated. 
There was no further or additional security that was provided for 
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Dr. King and Dr. King, nor members of the entourage, were ad- 
vised of the fact that security was no longer being furnished. 

After having heard this testimony of Mr. Smith, does it refresh 
your recollection as to whether or not you were involved in the 
decisionmaking process which led to the conclusion that security 
should no longer be provided for Dr. King after 5:05 on April 3, 
1968? 

Mr. Holloman. I have no recollection that I was involved in any 
way. 

Mr. Speiser. Do you think that it was proper that security should 
have been terminated at that point, considering the circumstances 
in Memphis? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. In any event, if security had been terminated, you 
think it was improper not to advise Dr. King olF the fact that he 
was no longer going to be covered? 

Mr. Holloman. I think that is correct, but I think that you have 
to realize, sir, that they didn’t want security. They didn’t want the 
police around them. 

Mr. Speiser. Let me interrupt you and ask, when did you first 
learn that Dr. King did not want any security? 

Mr. Holloman. It must have been after the reifusal was made at 
the airport. Sometime on the 3rd. That is my beist recollection. It 
must have been then. 

Mr. Speiser. You were advised on the 3rd then, you do recall 
being advised on the 3rd that Dr. King refused t;o have protection 
at the airport? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t have a specific recolhjction of it, but I 
must have been advised of it then. 

Mr. Speiser. Who advised you of that? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t know. It must have been the chief of 
police though. 

Mr. Speiser. What, if an 3 d;hing, did you say or do when you were 
advised that Dr. King refused protection at the airport? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t recall doing anything at that time. 

Mr. Speiser. You don’t recall instructing or directing that the 
security detail remain with Dr. King despite his feelings to the 
contrary? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir, I don’t recall. 

Mr. Speiser. Do you now in retrospect feel if you had made such 
an instruction and made it known that despite Dr. King’s feelings 
that he did not want security protection, that jperhaps Inspector 
Smith at 5:05 would not have requested that; his security be 
dropped because he was of the impression that Dr. King did not 
want to have any security? 

Mr. Holloman. As of right now, Monday morning quarterback? 

Mr. Speiser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Holloman. A security detail much larger than was assigned 
would have been assigned and they would have stayed with him, in 
very close personal proximity to him all the time that he was in 
Memphis. That is looking back and seeing what did happen and 
what the circumstances were. Yes, I would have done it differently. 

Mr. Speiser. My question is essentially this: That is, if the sub- 
ject of a security detail does not want security, ncTmally would you 
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pull that security detail off or would you continue the security 
despite the wishes of the subject of the threat? 

Mr. Holloman. Normally I would say you would probably pull it 
off, or at least there would be a foundation or a basis for pulling it 
off, but, of course, you asked me the other question, which was the 
basis on what would I do now, knowing what did happen and so 
forth. 

Mr. Speiser. Were you aware of whether or not the FBI was 
furnishing any security for Dr. King at that point? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. And again, once you were advised that Dr. King did 
not want any protection and he made that fact known at the 
airport, you do not have any recollection of saying to your men 
that, “Stick on Dr. King. Stay on him no matter whether he wants 
protection or not?” 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir, I cannot recall that. 

Mr. Speiser. I would like to change subjects at this point and 
address yourself to the following line of questioning: Are you famil- 
iar with a Black detective with the Memphis Police Department by 
the name of Edward Redditt? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Are you also knowledgeable of his partner who at 
the time, specifically April of 1968, was an individual by the name 
of Mr. Richmond? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Can you briefly indicate what their assignments 
were on April 3 and April 4, 1968? 

Mr. Holloman. They were on a surveillance of Dr. King’s party. 
That was 

Mr. Speiser. When did that surveillance begin? 

Mr. Holloman. They were at the airport. They went to the 
Lorraine Hotel with him, which we only found out at the airport 
where he was going to stay. We didn’t know he was going to stay at 
the Lorraine Hotel and that was one of the questions that was 
asked: Where was the party going to stay? And then it was after 
that, sometime during the day of the third that the observation 
post was established in the fire station, which was immediately 
adjacent to the Lorraine Hotel. 

Mr. Speiser. Were you involved in the formulation of the surveil- 
lance plans that were to be implemented on Dr. King? 

Mr. Holloman. I can’t recall being an active part of it. I was 
probably advised of it. In other words, I don’t rec^l saying, “Let’s 
use the fire station” and let’s do this and let’s do that, but it was 
probably set up by the men in the inspectional bureau, and I was 
probably advised of it. 

Mr. Speiser. I sense you have more of a recollection of participat- 
ing, if you did, in the surveillance stage of Dr. King rather than 
the security of Dr. King? 

Mr. Holloman. No, not from my recollection. I would say that I 
have- read the reports and so forth and I know what was done, 
but 

Mr. Speiser. Where did their surveillance activities begin, at the 
airport? 
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Mr. Holloman. The surveillance was at the airport and I think 
one of their — as I recall from the records — and I have no personal 
recollection of it — one of their assignments was to find out where 
Dr. King was going to stay. 

Mr. Speiser. So they were in an intelligence-gathering mission as 
opposed to security? 

Mr, Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. And there is a distinction in your mind between the 
two? 

Mr, Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Security is concerned primarily with protecting the 
life of the subject of a threat and surveillance on the other hand is 
concerned with gathering intelligence-type informiation? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Is that distinction accurate? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. If you were not involved necessarily in the imple- 
mentation of the surveillance activities, were you involved in the 
supervision and the direction that those surv<eillance activities 
were taking on Dr. King on April 3 and April 4? 

Mr. Holloman. Not directly, no, sir. 

Mr. Speiser, Who was responsible for that? 

Mr. Holloman. That would have been the Inspectional Bureau, 
and Inspector Tines would probably have been the immediate 
person to whom they were reporting. Either he or Mr. Arkin, 
Lieutenant Arkin. 

Mr. Speiser. Why was there surveillance activity that was being 
performed on Dr. King? 

Mr, Holloman. We wanted to see what was happening in the 
area as to who was making contact, any suspicious activities that 
were going on in the area. I would say one of tlie large activities 
was the checking on the activities of the group that was called The 
Invaders, the Black militant group in Memphis at that time. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you consider Dr. King to be a threat to the 
community? 

Mr. Holloman. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. His mere presence? 

Mr. Holloman. I didn’t. I didn’t consider him a threat except for 
the fact that there might be a repeat of the IMarch 28 march. 

Mr. Speiser. Were you kept current on the whereabouts of Mr. 
Redditt and his partner on April 3 and April 4? That is, were you 
being fed reports throughout the day on April 3 and 4 as to what 
they were viewing and what was happening at the Lorraine Motel 
in the areas where Dr. King was at? If not written reports, oral 
reports? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t recall it and I doubt that I was. 

Mr. Speiser. What were you doing on April 3 and April 4? 

Mr. Holloman, I don’t know. I have tried to remember what I 
was doing on the third and I do not recall except that I do remem- 
ber that — and with the court in session the next day, I spent a 
large part of 1 day, and it could have been the 3rd, in which I was 
in conference with attorneys for the sanitation strikers and the city 
attorney, which involved the court action of the next day, which 
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was the action that happened on the fourth as far as the march 
was concerned. 

Mr. Speiser. So, to the best of your recollection, you were in- 
volved primarily in the formulating of strategy for the court ap- 
pearance on April 4 as opposed to being kept abreast on an hourly 
basis of the security and surveillance activities on Dr. 

Mr. Holloman. That is my recollection at this time. In other 
words, I cannot recall in any way being at my desk all day and 
someone coming in constantly telling me what was going on or 
reading constantly memoranda as to what was going on. 

I cannot recall that in my memory of my activities on April 3. 

Mr. Speiser. Well, that might be an acceptable situation in a 
normal daily routine within the city of Memphis, but here we are 
talking about the fact that there was a strike looming on the 
horizon and Dr. King's presence in a sense aggravated that situa- 
tion and in fact there was surveillance and security going on of Dr. 
King with your knowledge and perhaps at your instruction. 

You don’t recall being kept abreast on a moment-by-moment 
basis of what was happening in the city? 

Mr. Holloman. At this time, 10 years later, I do not have that 
recollection. 

Mr. Speiser. Wouldn’t that be something that you feel you would 
have been doing? 

Mr. Holloman. Probably. If I was in the office and was not in 
this meeting that I think I was in — I am not positive I was in that 
meeting. 

Mr. Speiser. When you came back from the courthouse on April 
4th to your office, were you apprised of a threat on Mr. ^dditt’s 
life? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Who gave you that information? 

Mr. Holloman, I don’t recall. Do you mean in the department, 
who told me that a threat had been made? 

Mr. Speiser. Yes. 

Mr. Holloman. I do not recall who it was. It was probably the 
chief of police, but I do not recall. 

Mr. Speiser. Independent of reports you have been shown by this 
staff, what is your best recollection of the source of that threat on 
Mr. Redditt and the source of the information to you? That is, 
independent of your reports? 

Mr. Holloman. My recollection is that it was a member of the 
Secret Service. I have said that from the very beginning. I cannot 
get that out of my mind, that that was the source of the informa- 
tion, although from your records and from the testimony 

Mr. Speiser. I am just asking for your recollection. 

Mr. Holloman. My recollection, it was a member of the Secret 
Service. 

Mr. Speiser. And what organization or individual was the source 
of the threat? 

Mr. Holloman. My recollection is it was an organization, a 
Black militant organization that was referred to as RAM. 

Mr. Speiser. Approximately what time of the day on April 4th 
did you receive this information and Mr. Redditt arrived in your 
office? 
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Mr. Holloman. Between 4 and 5 o'clock — I don't know. I cannot 
tell you when I arrived back in my office. 

I am trying to back up from the time that the court probably 
adjourned and I would say it must have been between, probably 
between 4 and 5 o’clock that I got back to my offic;e. 

Mr. Speiser. And when you got back to your office did you 
summon Mr. Redditt to come to your office to advise him of the 
threat? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t know. I do not recall whether he was 
already at the headquarters or whether I had him brought to 
headquarters. I do not recall. 

My best recollection is that he was already there, but I am not 
clear on that. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you advise him of the threat? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you offer to relocate him to a hotel under an 
assumed name? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Did he accept that offer? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. What was his response? 

Mr. Holloman. His response to any protection at all was that he 
was not afraid and that he was not concerned about it and that he 
didn't want any protection. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you send him home? Did he go to his house or 
did he go back to the fire station? 

Mr. Holloman. No, he went back — he went to the house. He 
went to his home. 

Mr. Speiser. Under gnard of the police? 

Mr. Holloman. I believe two officers went with him. 

Mr, Speiser. At your direction? 

Mr. Holloman. Probably, yes. I don’t know whether I said, 
“Take him home" or not, because I had made the arrangements for 
the hotel or the motel accommodations under am assumed name 
and then he, of course, had refused it. 

Now, who said “Take him home," I have absolutely no recollec- 
tion of it whatsoever as to whether 

Mr. Speiser. You didn’t want him to go home by himself, did 
you, without any protection? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. And what time did he go home, approximately? 
Bearing in mind that Dr. King was shot within a few minutes after 
6 ? 

Mr. Holloman. It was in the neighborhood of 5 or shortly after 5 
o’clock, I would think. 

Mr. Speiser. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would choose to have 
introduced into evidence MLK exhibits F-189 and F-190 and have 
copies furnished to the witness. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered into 
the record at this point. 

[The information follows:] 



268 

MLK Exhibit F-189 



•2’S 




St ^ 

o , 



DEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION 


269 

MLK Exhibit F-190 



36-411 0 - 79-18 



270 


Mr. Speiser. I would like to read for the benefit of those with us 
MLK F-189, which is a departmental communication from Inspec- 
tor Tines, to Chief of Police Mr. MacDonald, dated April 4th. 

It says: 

At 3 p.m. this date, Mr. Manuel, who was with the U.S. Senate Investigating 
Committee for Senator McClellan, had to return a call to his office in Washington 
where he was advised that a reliable informant of theirs in Mississippi advised him 
of a plan of the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party to kill the Negro lieutenant 
here in Memphis. It is believed they are referring to Detective Redditt. 

Mr. Manuel was advised that the plan had already been set in motion and that 
his partner, Mr. Dross, in Washington, had obtained the names of those involved in 
the plot, but Mr. Dross had left the office without dictating a memo regarding this. 

Mr. Manuel’s plane leaves Memphis at 5:50 this evening and the first thing in the 
morning upon getting to the office he will telephone this office giving the names 
and all the particulars. This information possibly can be relayed to us later tonight. 

3:45 p.m. I talked with Agent Howell Lowe of the FBI and he has been advised of 
the above and they are beginning to check into it. Any additional information 
received by this office will be forwarded to them. 

Having had the opportunity to read this memo when you ap- 
peared here in executive session in March of this year, and having 
had it read to you again at this time, does this refresh your 
recollection as to the organization that was the source of the 
threat, as well as how this information came to your attention? 

Mr. Holloman. Not — not — for the basis of the action I took, no, 
sir. I think there were two threats. That is my recollection, that 
there were two threats. That this was one threat and the other was 
what I now recall as having come through the Secret Service, and I 
took the action — my recollection is I took the action based on the 
Secret Service 

Mr. Speiser. Well, at 4 o’clock, when you met Mr. Redditt, were 
you aware of this threat also? 

Mr. Holloman. I can’t answer that. I don’t remember. I don’t 
recall. 

Mr. Speiser. Well, bearing in mind in the last paragraph of this 
letter, this memo I just read to you, that the FBI was asked to look 
into it, I have another memo here, F-190, also dated April 4, from 
Lieutenant Arkin, to Inspector Tines, and it says: 

At 4:15, April 4th, 1968, I received a telephone call from Mr. Jensen, SAC, local 
FBI, in regard to the above subject. Mr. Jensen stated that the Jackson office of the 
FBI had a live informant at the Saturday night meeting of the Mississippi Freedom 
Democratic Party which was held at the Mount Beulah Church in Edwards, Miss. 
This meeting lasted approximately 5 hours. William Conow, H. Rap Brown’s attor- 
ney, was there, and this ^oup talked about the Washington spring march, H. Rap 
Brown and the Mississippi program. 

There were also two brothers, Joseph and George Trotter, male Negroes, allegedly 
from Memphis, and they also talked about police brutality. 

The last paragraph is important. 

Ed Snodgrass of the Mississippi Highway Patrol also had an informant at this 
meeting and this informant told Snodgrass that there was a discussion at the 
meeting about a Negro sergeant who had arrested the Blacks after they beat a cab 
driver to death. An incident similar to this occurred recently in Knoxville. This 
informant also stated that the contract was given to Stanley Weiss. This subject was 
not at the meeting. He was in Atlanta, Ga., Sunday night. Snod^ass called William 
Coleman of the Tennessee Bureau of Investigation, giving this information to him, 
who in turn probably called the Knoxville authorities, who in turn called Washing- 
ton, and from there this information was relayed to Memphis, but in passing from 
one department to another, the story had been changed from a Negro sergeant in 
Knoxville to a Negro lieutenant in Memphis. 
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This information is recorded as of 4:15 and to the best of your 
recollection Mr. Redditt left your office at 5 o’clock. Was he advised 
of the fact that the original information you had received apparent- 
ly had been twisted and that he in fact was not the source of the 
threat, but rather a Black detective in Knoxville, Tenn.? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t recall, sir, as to whether or not he was 
advised as to the documents that you have just read. 

Mr. Speiser. Do you have any recollection of being advised of the 
information prior to sending Mr. Redditt home, that I just related 
to you? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir, and if this was the basis on which I had 
acted, I would not have acted. It would have been obvious to all of 
the officers in the department that there would be no need for any 
action as far as giving protection to Mr. Redditt. 

Mr. Speiser. I think it is appropriate at this time to mark into 
evidence MLK exhibit F-191 and I will read that. That is a seg- 
ment of testimony of Mr. Tines, who was the mdividual to whom 
this memo was addressed, and this segment is of his executive 
session testimony under oath. The questioning is being handled 
again by staff attorney, Mr. Akers. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-191 


Mr. Tines, I ask you this. 


This departmental communica- 


tion has a time of 4:15 which is supposedly from Lt. Arkin 
directed to yourself. You would in the course of events be 
given this departmental communication by Lt. Arkin, is that 
true, sir? 

Mr. Tines. Yes. 

Mr. Akers. Well, from the time on here I can tell you 
this, that we do have independent testimony which indicates 
that Detective Redditt was actually sent home from the Police 
Department headquarters at about five o'clock, 5 p.m. on the 
4th. Now according to this memorandtnn you had information 
at 4:15 that the threat which had been communicated to you 
by 'ffi::' Manual did not in fact relate to Detective ReidJtt 


but related to, as it says here, a Negro sergeant in 
-JLnoxville. 

” Mr. Tines. On these memorandums like this, Mr. Akers, 
a lot of times these are dictated not at the time they are 
received but this could have been dictated at a time later 
than this. I don't know. 

Mr. Akers. Is it your testimony then that you were not 
aware of this, information at the time that you met with 
Director HoXloman and Chief Macdonald and at which time you 
concurred with their decision to send Detective Redditt? 
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Mr. Tines. No, we didn't have this at that time 
undoubtedly because Hr. Manual is down there telling it to 
them about the information he had received. We had not 
received this at that tine undoubtedly. 1 mean 1 don't 
recall it. 

y' B4r. Akers. Zf you had been aware of such information, 
would you have differed in your decision with respect as to 
what to do with Detective Redditt on the afternoon of 


April 47 

V Mr. Tines. I think if this information right here had 

been available at the time, I think the decision would have 

been different all the way around with evctryb<^yT^ 

Mr. Akers. Mr. Tines, I ask you this: This departmenteil communication has a 
time of 4:15 which is supposedly from Lieutenant Arkin, directed to yourself. You 
would, in the course of events, be given this departmentjd communication by Lieu- 
tenant Arkin, is that true, sir? 

Mr. IfiNES. Yes. 

Mr. Akers. Well, from the time on here I can tell youi this, that we do have 
independent testimony which indicates that Detective Redditt was actually sent 
home from the Police Department headquarters about 5 o'ckwk on the 4th. 

Now, according to this memorandum you had information at 4:15 that the threat 
which had been communicated to you by Mr. Manuel did not in effect relate to 
Detective Redditt but related to, as it says here, “a Negro sergeant in Knoxville.'' 

Mr. Tines. On these memorandums like this, Mr. Akers, a lot of times they are 
dictated not at the time they are received, but this could have been dictated at a 
time later than this; I don't know. 

Mr. Akers. Is it your testimony then that you were not aware of this information 
at the time that you met with Director Holloman and Chieif MacDonald and it was 
time you concurred with their decision to send Detective Reclditt? 

Mr. Tines. No; we didn't have this at that time undoubtedly because Mr. Manuel 
is down there telling it to them about the information he had received. We had not 
received this at that time undoubtedly. I mean I don’t recall it. 

Mr. Akers. If you had been aware of such information, would you have differed in 
your decision with respect as to what to do with Detective Redditt on the afternoon 
of April 4th? 

Mr. 'Tines. I think if this information right here had been available at the time I 
think the decision would have been different all the way around with everybody. 

You have no recollection of receiving this memo or being advised 
of it? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. At best, would you say the whole colloquy of events 
illustrates that there was poor communicafion wdthin the Memphis 
Police Department? 

Mr. Holloman. It could have been, and I agree with Inspector 
Tines as to the typing of this memorandum. I just don't believe at 
this point in time that this memorandum was aiitually written and 
was in the office at the time that we were talking to Mr. Redditt. 
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Now, irregardless of that, Lieutenant Arkin had the responsibili- 
ty of advising Inspector Tines of this information, but I don’t have 
any recollection of it, of being advised of any of this. 

Mr. Speiser. Let me ask you this question before we change to 
another area, Mr. Holloman. 

You indicated in your testimony that you expressed substantial 
concern about the safety of Mr. Redditt, who had been the subject 
of a threat and that you wanted him to go to the hotel despite his 
objections he didn’t feel that such security precautions were neces- 
sary; is that accurate? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. And that you sent him home and that he went 
home under the protection of policemen. Is that right? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Why was your concern about him so much more, so 
greater than it was for Dr. King when you were advised that at the 
airport, when he arrived, he did not want any protection? Why did 
you not insist that your men stay with him at the airport? 

Mr. Holloman. I can’t answer that because I have testified 
before that I cannot recall at this time of being advised of the 
detail being pulled off. 

Now, as far as Detective Redditt was concerned, I was concerned 
about him because he had performed an outstanding job for the 
Memphis Police Department from the beginning of the sanitation 
strike in keeping us advised as to the activities of the demonstra- 
tors, as to the plans and so forth. 

Mr. Speiser. Are you familiar with two firemen by the name of 
Floyd Newsum and Norvell Wallace? 

Mr. Holloman. I recognize the names. I do not know them, no, 
sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Just to set the scenario, Mr, Holloman, they were 
two Black firemen who were working at the station house No. 2, 
the same station from which Mr. Redditt was observing the activi- 
ties — the same fire station from which he was observing the activi- 
ties of Martin Luther King on April 4th. 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, I understand that. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you partake in any decision that resulted in 
their transfer from Fire Station No. 2 to another station? 

Mr. Holloman. Not to my recollection, no, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. You have no recollection of ever instructing that 
they be removed from the firehouse where Mr. Redditt was observ- 
ing Dr. King’s activities? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir, I have no recollection of it and I cannot 
understand why they would have been removed. 

Mr. Speiser. You are aware that they are two Black firemen? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, and they had nothing whatsoever — in other 
words, a fireman would have had nothing whatsoever to do with 
any type of police action and I couldn’t, as far as the assassination 
is concerned, I cannot understand why the transfer of these two 
Black firemen would have any significance whatsoever. 

Mr. Speiser. It has been suggested that they were moved at the 
instruction of the police department because Mr. Redditt had re- 
quested they be transferred because of the possible fact that they 
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might curtail Mr. Redditt's activities. You did not partake in that 
decision? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. I would like to have marked into evidence MLK 
exhibit No. 192, which is a transcript of testimony of Inspector 
Tines again, when questioned by staff attorney Mr. Akers, and the 
substance of that testimony confirms that Inspector Tines was the 
policeman who, at Mr. Redditt’s suggestion, directed that these two 
firemen be removed from Fire Station No. 2. 

Mr. Tines indicates that he feels he made tliat decision on his 
own. 

Chairman Stokes. Would you like to have that to be entered into 
the record? 

Mr. Speiser. I am sorry. That MLK Exhibit F-192 be entered into 
the record. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-192 


J. Akers: 


Inspector Tines: 


J. Akers: 


Inspector Tines: 
J. Akers: 
Inspector Tines: 
J. Akers: 
Inspector Tines: 


But you do have an independent recollection 
of some problem occurring at the Temple, which 
prompted Detective Redditt to come to you and 
indicated that he had a concern about the 
presence of certain individuals at that fire 
station. Is that correct, sir? 

I don't what it was - whether it was at the 
Temple or not that brought this concern to 
Redditt or whether or not it was - He had 
seen somebody at the fire station or had talked 
to somebody there. I don't know. I don't 
remember off hand. 

But there did come a time when Detective 
Redditt came to you and indicated a concern 
about certain individuals 
At the fire station? 

Uh huh. 

Yes. 

Could you tell me about that, please? 

Well, the best I recall - he was concerned 
about a fireman there - that must have been 
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J. Akers: 
Inspector Tines: 
J. Akers: 

Inspector Tines: 
J. Akers: 
Inspector Tines; 


associated with some of the groups that he 
had been observing and felt like that he and 
Richmond could not hold their observation point 
there without being harassed or something by 
the firemen there. As a result of that I 
called - I believe it was either - Chief 
Hamilton or Chief Larry Williams - one of 
the Memphis of Fire Department, advising them 
of what Redditt had told me and asked if there 
was some way that this particular man could 
be transferred to another location while they 
had their observation post set up there. 

Whether or not this was ever done, I don't know. 
I don't even remember the fireman's name. 

You don't recall their response to 
No , I don ' t . 

Would you have communicated the fact that you 
made this request to any other person? For 
example. Chief McDonald or Director Holloman? 

I could have. I would say that I did. 

But, it wouldn't have been necessary? 

No. Something just on a request like that. 

I would have kept them informed as to everything 
that Redditt had told me. 
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Mr. Speiser. There are two more areas of questioning, Mr. Hollo- 
man, before I turn you over to the Congressmen. 

There were tact units that were being employed at the time of 
Mr. King's presence in Memphis, is that correct? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. What is a tact unit? 

Mr. Holloman. Tact, I guess, is the short, abbreviated form for a 
tactical unit. It is a group of usually three vehicles with four men 
assigned to each of the vehicles. Their responsibility is to respond 
to any disorder or to any emergency or to anything that might 
happen of that kind, immediately, and that was what they were 
doing. 

Now, these tact units had been set up actually for the 28th and 
they were still in formation. In other words, we did not at that 
time have tactical units operating at all times. They were only 
formed in emergency situations and usually in riot situations. 

In other words, a tactical unit is usually a unit that is set up for 
a riot situation. 

Mr. Speiser. Were there tactical units that were patrolling in the 
area of the Lorraine Motel? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Would you not agree that the mere presence of 
police cars, and, as you indicated, the tactical unit consists of a 
cluster of at least three police cars, that the mere presence of 
police cars serves as a deterrent against crime? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir, I would think so, yes, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Did you partake in the decision which resulted in 
the deployment of tact units to the vicinity of the Lorraine Motel? 

Mr. Holloman. Not to my recollection; no, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. You didn't participate in that decision either? 

Mr. Holloman. I don't recall it; no, sir. 

Mr. Speiser. Well, you were aware they were in that vicinity on 
April 3d? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. As a matter of fact, an entire tactical 
unit was in the fire station at the time that Dr. King was assassi- 
nated. 

Mr. Speiser. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would request MLK 
exhibit F-193 be entered into evidence. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the 
record at this time. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-193 


AFP I DAVIT 


I, Willi am 0. Crumby, of Memphis, Tennessee, being duly 
sworn, make oath as follows: 

That this statement is made freely, volxintarily, and with- 
out threats, promises, assurances, or remuneration from any 
source. 

That on April 4» 1968# I was employed by the Memphis, 
Tennessee Police Department, 

That on April 3rd & 4th, 1968, I was on special assignment 
as the commanding officer of the Memphis Police Department TACT 
Unit, My duty hours were 8:00 A,M, to 8:00 P.M. 

TACT units were a squad of men on call to move into any 
part of the city of MempMs within minutes to quell uprising, 
unruly gatherings and riots. It w“s my duty to coorindinate 
the activities of the representatives of the Memphis Police 
Department, Shelby Coiinty Sheriff Department and the Tennessee 
Highway- Patrol assigned to these TACT iinits. My personal 
responsibility was to ensure that the proper ntimber of TACT 
xinits were in the area of the city of Memphis where needed, 

I was empowered with the authority to direct the dispatcher to 
move tact units around the city. 

That although approximately three or four of these TACT 
units, e“ch consisting of three to four vehicles arid 9-16 
men were patrolling the 5-6 block area immediately surroimding 
the Lorraine Motel 4/3/68, all of these xmits were ordered 
beginning on the morning 4/4/68, to remain in the general 
vicinity of the motel, but not within visual distant. This 
order was prompted by an instruction on the afternoon of 4/3/68 
from an unidentified member of Dr, King's entourage to Inspector 
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Sam Evans, who was the street commander of the TACT unit. This 
request was relayed by Inspector Evans to myself and in turn 
by me to Police Chief J.C, MacDonald and Director of Police and 
Eire Safety Prank Holloman. As a result, the decision was made to 
honor the request beginning on the morning of April 4» 1968.^ 

That following the shot which felled Dr. King on April 4,1968, 

I instructed two of the TACT units to move into and seal off the 
area surrounding the Lorraine Motel while the remainder of the 
TACT vmits were ordered to continue cruising their assigned 
areas. 

That following the broadcast by the police dispatcher that a 
white mustang was beleived to be the getaway car for the assassi- 
nation of Dr. King, no specific order came over the air that all 
police vehicles, including TACT units, were to search for the 
mustang because it was standard procedure within the Memphis 
Police Department that once such an alert was given all police 
vehicles were to be on the LOP the suspect’s car. With the exception 
of the 2—3 TACT tinits, immediately assigned the responsibility- of 
cordoning off the scene of Dr. King’s assassination, all other 
TACT vmits were directed to return to normal patrol duties. 

That I understand that this affidavit may be introduced and 
received into evidence at public hearings conducted by the Select 
Committee on Assassinations of the United States House of Represent- 
atives, and may lead them to make various findings of fact, and the 
statutes applicable to Congressional investigations, including 
but not limited to those concerning false statements, obstruction, 
of misleading, would subject me to criminal penalties for not 
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telling the whole and complete truth in this affidavit. 
Further affiant saith not. 



,Gt»n^ssion Expires: 
My: enncnission Expires 9/.12A71 
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Mr. Speiser. Mr. Holloman, I won’t go through the tedious proc- 
ess of reading this affidavit, but it is an affidavit of William O. 
Crumby who was in charge of all the tactical units in Memphis on 
April 3d. He subsequently became chief of police and he is now 
retired. 

Mr. Crumby states in this affidavit that on April 3, 1968, he was 
advised by the street commander of the tact unit in the vicinity of 
the Lorraine Motel, he was advised by him that a member of Dr. 
King’s entourage had requested the tactical units be removed from 
the visible vicinity of the Lorraine Motel. That is, if they were 
going to continue patrolling the Lorraine Motel area, that they not 
be within visible sight of the motel itself. Apparently, according to 
the street commander, their presence at the site was causing some 
disturbance to the King entourage. 

Mr. Evans, the street tactical commander, in turn communicated 
this information to Mr. Crumby and Mr. Crumby states in his 
affidavit that he advised Mr. MacDonald, chief of police and you, of 
this information that had been received by the street commander 
and that between all of you a decision was arrived at that led to 
the removal of the tactical units from the vicinity of five to six 
blocks away from the Lorraine Motel. 

In essence, as a result of the request and the communication of 
that request to the police department, the decision was made the 
tactical units would be withdrawn five to six blocks. Do you recall 
partaking in that decision? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir, and I would like to ask you to read from 
his affidavit exactly what he said as to the notification— who he 
notified and who the decision — who made the decision as to what 
happened as far as that Tact unit was concerned. 

I have no recollection whatsoever of this that you refer to. 

Mr. Speiser. I will briefly read that one paragraph. 

That although approximately three or four of these Tact units, each consisting of 
three to four vehicles and 9 to sixteen men were patrolling the five to six-block area 
immediately surrounding the Lorraine Motel on April 3, 1968. All of these units 
were ordered, beginning on the morning of April 4th, to remain in the general 
vicinity of the motel, but not within visual distance. This order was promulgated by 
an instruction on the afternoon of April 3, 1968, from an unidentified member of Dr. 
King’s entourage, to Insp. Sam Evans, who was the street commander of the tact 
unit. 

This request was relayed by Inspector Evans to myself and in turn by me to Chief 
MacDonald and the Director of Police and Fire Safety Frank Holloman. As a result, 
the^decision was made to honor the request beginning on the morning of April 4, 

Mr. Holloman. Right. Now, that is — the pertinent part that I 
want to be sure is, who made the decision? A decision was made. 
He didn’t say the decision was made by me. He said a decision was 
made. And I have absolutely no recollection whatsoever of what 
has been said there, and I would have doubted that he would have 
reported to me and to Chief MacDonald. He would have reported to 
Chief MacDonald, and whether Chief MacDonald told me about it 
and that a decision was made in some way, that is something that I 
cannot say, but I have absolutely no recollection of the tact units 
being altered in any way whatsoever. 

Mr. Speiser. Acknowledging, as you have, that the mere presence 
of tactical unit service has a deterrent effect in the potential for 
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violence that might erupt around the Lorraine Motel because of 
Dr. King’s presence, you don’t think that that was a decision — the 
decision to remove them would have been brought to your atten- 
tion? That that was within the 

Mr. Holloman. Well, they were not removed. They were only 
removed from the immediate — from what you have ^aid, from the 
immediate vicinity. As a matter of fact, when the shot was fired, 
an entire tact unit was in the fire station, so it was as close as you 
could get to the Lorraine Motel almost. 

Mr. Speiser. But they were not on the street, as I understand it? 

Mr. Holloman. Right. 

Mr. Speiser. It was between the fire station and the Lorraine 
Motel? 

Mr. Holloman. They had parked their cars between the fire 
station and the boardinghouse where Mr. Ray was. 

Mr. Speiser. My last area of questioning, Mr. Holloman, concerns 
the post-assassination effort or lack thereof on the part of the 
Memphis Police Department to apprehend the assassin. 

What, if an 5 d;hing, did you personally do when you were advised 
of the fact that Dr. King had been killed? What was your immedi- 
ate reaction? 

Mr. Holloman. I was not on the scene; I was not in communica- 
tion with the men on the street. I was listening to a radio which 
was in my office. There: were people on the scene. I was listening to 
the dispatches that were being given by our dispatcher on the 
radio. 

I did not — I will back up a moment there. I would say that 
within 30 minutes of the assassination, I was talking to the Gover- 
nor of the State of Tennessee asking for the Guard to be sent back 
into Memphis. But as far as I was personally, I knew that there 
were commanding officers on the scene. I knew that Chief MacDon- 
ald was on the way to the scene. I did not go to the scene and I did 
not issue any orders myself at that time. 

Mr. Speiser. Would you say that your attention was more direct- 
ed toward curbing any demonstrations and rioting within the city 
of Memphis than apprehending the assassin? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir; I would not say that. 

Mr. Speiser. Would you say your attention was split equally 
between those two concerns? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes. I think that is a fair statement because I 
had the responsibility of some 600,000 people in Memphis and I 
was concerned, of course, with all of those individuals if a riot 
should occur again, which it did, and which I — the first thing I 
knew or thought after the assassination was that, “Here we are. 
We have got another riot.” 

Mr. Speiser. But you were equally concerned in apprehending 
the assassin, Mr. Holloman. Why did you not specifically instruct 
that an all-points bulli^tin be sent out and that roadblocks be set 
up? 

Now, for the edifica1;ion of those people who are unfamiliar, an 
all-points bulletin alerts the neighboring jurisdictions of the fact 
that there might be a fugitive entering their jurisdiction and that 
they should be aware of his presence and they are alerted to this 
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fact by whatever identifying data that you have in your possession 
at that time. Why was no all-points bulletin sent out? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t know. I cannot answer why an all-points 
bulletin was not sent out or why the roadblocks were not set up. I 
was depending upon the commanding officers, the officials in the 
department, to take care of that and the policy at that time was 
that the dispatchers who were uniformed men — in other words, at 
that time we did not have nonuniformed men dispatching. We had 
actual police officers who were the dispatchers and we had a com- 
manding officer of the dispatchers and that was his responsibility; 
it was to make the assignments at that time. 

If you ask me why I didn’t pick up a telephone and call the 
dispatcher’s office and say, “Why didn’t you put out an APB” or 
“Why didn’t you set up, haven’t you set up the tactical unit” I 
don’t know why I didn’t do it. Maybe that was a dereliction on my 
part, but I was talking to the Governor; I was also thinking about a 
riot situation that I could take care of and I knew, or I had enough 
confidence at that time in the officers of the department that they 
would take care of this murder that had occurred in Memphis. 

Mr. Speiser. One last question: Didn’t you testify in executive 
session that the reason why an all-points bulletin was not sent out 
was that you felt there was just an insufficient amount of identify- 
ing data on the assassin? That is, at that point, immediately follow- 
ing the assassination, all you knew was that the assassin may have 
fled in a white Mustang; that he was white, young and well 
dressed? 

Mr. Holloman. As I recall, my testimony was that that was iny 
assumption as to why it had not been put out. I don’t recall my 
testimony as sa5dng that was the reason, but I think I was asked 
why and I said, well, I assumed that that was the reason, that it 
wouldn’t have been put out because you had a large number of 
white Mustangs and if it was put out it would have had to have 
been connected with the ass^sination and that some innocent 
individual in a car in Mississippi or Alabama could have gotten 
killed or injured if an all-points bulletin connected with the assassi- 
nation had been put out without a license number, without any 
other information except a white Mustang and a white man driv- 
ing it. 

Now, that, as I recall, was my testimony before the executive 
committee. 

Mr. Speiser. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman, at this 
time. 

Chairman Stokes, Thank you, Mr. Speiser. 

At this time the committee will take a 10-minute recess. 

[Recess taken.] 

Chairman Stokes. The committee will come to order. 

The Chair recognizes Mr. Speiser for the purpose of introducing 
exhibits. 

Mr. Speiser. Mr. Chairman, I am going to introduce into evi- 
dence two affidavits which I would like to have marked at this 
time, MLK F-194 and F-195. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered into 
the record at this point. 

[The information follows:] 
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MLK Exhibit F-194 


A IF F I D A V I T 


I, Judson Ghormley, of Memphis, Tennessee, being duly 
sworn, make oath as follows: 

This this statement is made freely, voluntarily, and without 
threats, promises, assurances, or remuneration from any source. 

That on April 4, 1968, I was employed by the Shelby County 
Sheriff's Department. 

That on April 4, 1968, I was the commanding officer of 
TACT Unit Number Ten. 

That a few minutes prior to 6:00 p.m. on April 4, 1968, I 
directed the three vehicles and twelve men of TACT Unit Number Ten 
to pull into the parking area of Fire Station Number Two located 
at the corner of South Main Street and Butler Avenue for the 
purpose of taking a short rest break. 

That the vehicles of TACT Unit Number Ten were parked on the 
northwestern side of Fire Station Number Two with the lead vehicle 
parked facing in a westerly direction so that it protruded to the 
edge of the sidewalk which paralleled South Main Street. 

That the position of the lead TACT Unit vehicle was approxi- 
mately thirty yards south of Canipe's amusement Company and clearly 
visible from that point. 

That at the time of Dr. King's assassination I>»long with the 
other members of TACT Unit Number Ten Ran toward the Lorraine Motel 
which was located east and to the rear of the fire station. 

That after I observed that several members of the TACT Unit 
had alread arrived in the parking lot of the Lorraine Motel. I turned 
back at the ten-foot retaining wall located at the northeastern 


36-411 0 - 79-19 
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corner of the fire station, returned to South Main Street, and 
proceeded in a northerly direction to Canipe's Amusement Company 
where I observed a bundle lying in the doorway with the barrel of 
a rifle protruding. 

That I would estimate the time lapse between the shot which 
killed Dr. King and my observation of the bundle in the doorway 
of Canipe's to be from two to three minutes. 

That I understand that this affidavit may be introduced 
and received into evidence by the Select Committee on Assassinations 
of the United States House of Representatives, and may lead them 
to make various findings of fact, and the statutes applicable to 
Congressional investigations, including but not limited to those 
concerning false statements, obstruction, or misleading, would 
subject me to criminal penalties for not telling the whole and 
complete truth in this affidavit. 

Further affiant saith not. 



Sworn and subscribed to before me on this 
of November, 1978. 


7 ^ 



My Commission Expires: 
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MLK Exhibit F-195 
AFFIDAVIT 


I, Frank Kallaher , of Memphis, Tennessee, being duly sworn 
make oath as follows: 

That this statement is made freely, voluntarily, and 
without threats, promises, assurances, or remuneration from any 
source. 


That on April 4, 1968, I was employed by the Memphis, 
Tennessee, Police Department with the rank of Lieutenant. 

That on April 4, 1968, at the time of the assassination 
of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., I was on duty at Police Headquarters 
as shift commander of communications. 

That in my capacity as shift commander of communications, 

I was in charge of the radio room, and the personnel in the room 
including the two police dispatchers. 

That in my capacity as shift commander of communications, 
it was my responsibility in the appropriate emergency situations 
to see that "Signal Q" was broadcast over the police radio; to 
see that "Signal Y" was broadcast over the police radio; "and to 
see that an "All Points Bulletin" was communicated to adjacent 
jurisdictions. 

That "Signal Q" was a radio code word indicating that all 
units were to remain quiet, standing by for transmissions from the 
dispatcher. 

That "Signal Y" was a radio code word indicating that 
certain units were to proceed to pre-arranged locations to block 
all main exits from the city including Poplar Avenue and the 
city limits, Lamar Avenue and the city limits. Highway 51, Highway 
61, Highway 64, and the Arkansas bridge. 
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That an "All Points Bulletin" (APB) was a procedure 
which in April, 1968, consisted of placing telephone calls to 
neighboring jurisdictions to request that they be placed on alert 
for a particular fugitive of a particular description. 

That on April 4, 1968, the Memphis Police Department did 
not yet have a Law Enforcement Teletype System (LETTS). 

That I have examined the attached transcript of April 4, 

1968 Memphis Police radio broadcasts following the assassination 
of Dr. King and believe it to be a true and accurate written repro- 
duction of those broadcasts. 

That although the transcript reflects the stopping of 
only three white Mustangs by Memphis Police following the assassi- 
nation of Dr. King, this record would not reflect the total number 
of such vehicles halted as under the procedures in effect in April, 
1968, such incidents were not routinely reported to the dispatcher. 

That although following the assassination of Dr. King, I 
did direct a broadcast of "Signal Q" , have the downtown loop lights 
switched to red, and notify both the Shelby County Sheriff's 
Department and the Tennessee Highway Patrol of the assassination, 

I never directed a broadcast of “Signal Y", and I never communicated 
an "All Points Bulletin" (APB) to the neighboring jurisdictions of 
Arkansas, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, or to any other jurisdiction. 

That my failure to direct a broadcast of "Signal Y" and 
to communicate an "All Points Bulletin" to neighboring jurisdictions 
is attributable to the massive confusion and huge volume of radio 
traffic which erupted immediately following the assassination of 
Dr. King and which caused me to overlook the function of these duties. 

That, additionally, it was not my normal practice to com- 
municate an "All Points Bulletin" to the State of Mississippi due 
to a past history of non-cooperation from that state. 
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That, additionally, it was my belief and understanding 
that in the case of a fugitive believed to have escaped over the 
Tennessee State Line, it was the Federal Bureau of Investigation's 
responsibility to disseminate fugitive data. 

That I was never instructed by anyone not to direct a 
broadcast of "Signal Y" or not to communicate an "All Points 
Bulletin" to neighboring jurisdictions. 

That I understand that this affidavit may be introduced 
and received into evidence by the Select Committee on Assassinations 
of the United States House of Representatives, and may lead them 
to make various findings of fact, and the statutes applicable to 
Congressional investigations, including but not limited to those 
concerning false statements, obstruction, or misleading, would 
subject me to criminal penalties for not telling the whole and 
complete truth in this affidavit. 

Further affiant saith not. 

^ I^RANIC KALLAHgR 


Sworn and subscribed to before me on this 
day of November, 1978. 





My Commission Expires: 
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ESi TcattStzls«iOBa» takau £roa Eampfal; 
Pblioa. CttfartB»Bt fiadio Tapsa 


BEFOSISa ETt IT, V. S. SCEOUZ 
IT. B* wmjuxs 

Oa XjriJL IT, 1968^ cn ±estracUias of Capt. B. A. Codix«ii, v« ecntaeted Ihsp. Jljna^ 
VUkla*^ Caw>m.tcatioBa Olraetov Ifi. s«$trd» to obtaisLos tha tapes cdt the broadcast 
tadm over the P olie o Badlo» at- the tiae Or, Bartla LvOiflr King >ias fataU^ shot at 
the Loxxedne Hotel* IhcaiasisB-vae cbtalaed itaa issistast v. v. WU3dBS, ftar 

the trenaggl p tlcw eg tteae tapes*. Ptla. H* B* Fee«i«s^ o£ the Idslidstxatisn Sarvlses 
Otvlsleiv ettaln. Us tape xecerter Sttai his hcoe, asd leased £t to the imrastl^tlsf 
cftteers fer the perpeoe of plajlas thee® tapes* 

The ghgtfrtagtrsneelssfjBeinnetahsa froa-thedlctJQjbcBergeardlass of radio tms- 
KlsslfiB9 oa Aps^ L aad aore tzsreexl&ad to the beet ahilltx the to 

read the ttasasBls»lc«. the fdlZcHlss traaserlpt is of Fhocaancj^* -id±h Kraqaeney^ 
to be trasaesihed laterals tU9 report. 

3^ The oressilss: Is eloar lash sooth of Hiplas. 

37 Ihr Stredee^. r e t urafa y*. 

map* 3Tfiaae*Tioo^C^*a> V 

35 IhBaxvleft*. 

Ittspw 35 la aervlee,. C6saX> 

3® to saretee^ - 

Idspc 3® In B«r*ioe>^ (6>CS> 

1heh_lff CTnaadthTe^ last* 10^^ 

30 Hb. Xaeihhlshlodied - 

Thsh*ia Xkct*ia 

Xttspu GO aheait^ That.. 10* 

toeb* 10 He hsve Infteus tim that Elnc has bees ahch at the loareedne. 
lUspu Bapeeh pair lafargotlaa again, Ihet. 10. 

10 ^brpa infeasetloa that Bag has beeir shot at the loneioe, (6sC0 PJ!*}* 
Qlsp*. Th c h . 10, tbor jeo os the call. 

Usp. Th a t , 9 asd Thet* 8, pall Into the lerreSne, report of a ahostlng. 

ia»p, aot. 9 

toet. ? T>ct*9 

Qlepw Thet. S 

taat. 8 Tact* ft 

Usp. iogr CTolaere ca the air to therLeiidtsr af tbs lonalne^ 406 Holhsrrp^ 

Tact. ID Os aeaaa cb IhlbanT', 

dap. Ofc^, taat. 10, (6sC3 PJi.) 

T*«t. IE. We are olcsa we are oo. that. 


SOPPISEST ^ / 7 

OB. v»PTTH nacT^, wr, 39 

Hcaioida Ho. 33&7 

Tharad^, April 4, 19£8, 6i00 F.X. 
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Fa^ 2s SOPPLEMBJT # o n. BB» KWnCB UnHSt EEHO, 39* 

Dlsp, <3ter« tact, Itf, (6iO^ a^r other ears la the axee? 

232. (ItMdlhle) 

22d On sowe, (6i0i Pjf.). 

ZUs]pt. AH oass at the Lccmlse Ecb^ caH^ vs have x^celred aacthar caH oa .l±« 

cam ar» to rasAia la tbs ears xmtU. It has teen ssrlfled. AH laen ass to 
WMln la tbs ears natlX It has been ssEtflad* (6:CUt ?^) 

Ibot* 30 Bs ha» heeia Bhot» . 

Clsp». Ol^^lbat, lO advised that Elesbas been ahot» (6sCl|.PJI.) 

*&efc, H OoTsanant-uatosaHAaRit 

Qlspi. Qtarty. tliet» 12^ pall, docw 

1 telt.ir 03a^^1bct.3ZL 

tllspu 3t8EaZr*<P'» 3TgaX.»qr* 

XtlaFtp A3X 3t«t naitA'aa tlw «al2, 7 «a ax» to JDcnc s r±Ds aroauS lerraina Bot^« 

ZewaarotbifiassaziBsarcantttis LertaiaoEoboI*. Kb cas is to eater or lee 
Bo t«fgte». ao psdeatslBs txattSsp. Is to eater or lears tbs axon adt tbs Lan 
HetaT . 2 rlas 2s.to bo fsisad arca ad tho hot«3..as soon as jcaelb3e» (6xQ$ I 

2A5 Datboeoca^ 

OlSffm ' Cba^k^Sti^ Sbx 2CXX GU9' ia Jbo^ ta asalat ti» caH.7 

2«r . 3b«*sn*. - 

Wapi^ ChasS^ ^7^ CS*<» Wt) 

laaxao^ .. 

msy.. Owek^l^, C^C5 P^> 

232,' OttoesBsw. 

Slspu 2321a Atl»s«sai^(6s(9 PJC.) 

22V . “ 22fc . 

Clsi^ Go«bsad^22^^ . 

22V • Ve<W la tbo 3ao|y pst 09 cs that ca31» 

ttopw Ofc^,22ft, C6 s€5 PJV)' 

fttet.. 3D to bars iafcraatloa that tbs shot eeaoo £Tcb a brisk baildixg. dixeetSgr east a< 
(ecdczecUoa^ dir e ct ly nest Ikon leorzalss* 

Clapi;. Ohi9>'' lV«t* ID. ’ 3tct* ID baa Inemaatiim that tho shot v«s firca a brisk 

h a lbtfTj g dlrsetly acrcsa £rca tb» lorsalxjs. Be on tbs east side direct aer 
ftaa tb* Lonealae. On tbo east sito £nae a brisk bnlldlcg. (6:06) 

Thet. 17 ‘^'tbsattsa. 

XUsp. . Ibet;, 37 IB tbo azea^ (6:06 PJT.) 

3D Quit boildlns Is met of tbe lozcais** 

Clsj^ OK, tbls bin be tbs b&lldiB^ vest of the Lorraine, lbs drels is to in<»!hui^y 
tbs bnlldlj y vast at tbs Lcszalss. Qte hhrtck bnlldlng rren vhers tbs shot v. 
tired. (6s06 PJi.) 

Olsp. _ 12X J tefloi r Sta tifn ^ i^T.T ^***ftn ta switch to tbo 

tb* 22 ja to rerais. si 7-2. tH t* «itcu:ta‘tb** 

^—1 
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sopptasar ^ pa na. soheb nnssa uaa^ ja,>!flc^ 39- 

Bobfe- 9 Babb. 9 in satrLBa. 
dap. Bobb. 9 mlteh to <6}06) 

fib»pi- All. i mit Oy 150 adrl38S all Ibot Ibits to a«al this area oCf eooiplaitaly- A1 
bolt*, 150 odrlsoa all That Uolts to soaX this asoa ofr ec&plstoljry (6x06 1 

. tseb. 10 that. 10 

dap. Go ohaad^ Tbeb. 10. 

tteb. 10 X haa» tho vmapat in fta iifa . of 424 axd tho s«hil«et xsa south ea stn^ 

JOMpk. Scnth m tbo mbjoob zeapoaslhls ijae tho ahcotlas Is nmaiztg socth cs 
Kals atzoob^ . 424 ha» tho waasea ftb.424 EbIsu bed tho SBh^t ran sootit £k 
thtt. loeaklai. . (6x07 3^-H.X 

,lhBb.Xl Vs*2* m. Baklar^ oaot^ oC XalbKng% «a vUI eovov thl9 ar««u. • 

36 s lioaro afe'94.£teiLtoftBalE&. 

dsp^-^ - 01mr^36SElsaifcS6. FsaXcaftBUs. Iho ctfaor eaar xopeat* . 

d^p.. BBfcta-taaAL.tiaoiioapcp- Tho seagen hr not to bo tem^xa^ (6x07 f-Jt.). 

Bbfaa±±B8^th»tetesa*lBQ, tfao8ah}«etr«i.scuth.oii2Sblatea424, (07 . 
ihjol oa T . do o arUtel m q> tea ag hjoa tr 

tt«b. ia Attiao kaor Is ha» 1» ayagBsshlbo tala» iroU A-aa-aaily daiic cologod^ (Ihaai 

dspu : Bs(» a7tngridilt»Baa:»^a7eaasiAlt»Bsao, wolXdraooBd.aTCMBsiAltatt 
KoILd g a MH y xaa senth £km 424 S. M»ia» (6x08l 

CbarlS^ Gkrl6^£xsav«lB».. - 

dspb ■ l6i^oonriBO^^sslteltto1lh»7-l. 

fiMb. 12 Ito bgaa grrtrtn^ •' 

dap. ; t ba t .gy (6xC0 PJI-) ttofe. jpoxt «xo adrisod to tate m a pwtHIo 

sad saaiXtho ana^ ^ j— 

lhoW12 Oily.. 

33»-^ lh«isi«». 

dsp. : Xatfaoh.230P 

23<t’_ 'ChMl^230;»'.^"' 

dopb. • Oiagr^ 230U'V . ' 

BanylS Batpoedlns to call at tbs Icaxoloa Botol. 
dap. 0]i^r» 201 1* <n th» call. C6:0»PJr.) 

234. ■ Ikaaoau- 

dap. Chocks ^6^ (6:02 FJC.) 

tact. 6 ih: arss. 

dap. Okagrv Xaet. 6» (6d» PJC.) 

Ihet. 12 UalB asd Eatlar 

dap. 01^^ Ihet. 12, la in position st Hbln sad Bnt.Iar, (6:09 P^) 
dsp. Aagr ebr nnwrt.1.nc tho loop lights? 
taob. 6 'Urn domI thoau 
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Tae» Ut sopELSisar f ■ •_ • •• a n la. MAarn mrsza bo2e> jsl, 39. ••. 

U»p» Oay, yett. hav» tli» laop Ugits, Otey, yoa baera th® loop H^ts. advla® \Aua 

elow, (6*09 PJJ.) T^\ 

Uct, 10 T^ct, 10 

0l9]^ Tkot. 10» aabolaaeo ob tbs way. 

SIS’ ' rt*b« Volf> is la ths Fin Oajartsmib t n>Tw7a-nr* 'wiJ^ hia* 

Cls^ tbs' Firs Oo^artaBst iBbolsseo has elsarod ths aeetsa^ FUa. oa vay idt] 

•wh a T a nwi ^ all. Iheh. Ohits ara to pslX late ths aroa^ alX Ibet Yhtita ars to 1 
awa^.. 

bek.10 l&'SalsohalisTCdthBt. tbis sahJee&lait.laa.lfttaBcdal.'HMtaSeataas.Ba! 
lwstii.asBa2a» 

Xtlsp.- ■ ^^tfonatlot tbst.SBl^s«t i&a, 3st« eodoluMte S^tangv ^ Sato acdaZ. 

. «h£b»^lfc»taa2^ ixsQfc CB I^ia Strsat. A.^t» Ztestsag;. Inf oria^tloa that m 
h«»» oa the sahiact^a. ycBBg whtto aal»^ aall drasaad, pcsslb^ la a. lato * 

. Irtdss Itetaa^ inmt Bizt^ « I&i 2 v (&sl£^ 

6» GZaandL -.• 

Oispw Tttk m Sp. . 

Ihek. S> OsanLIh* 

01^ Jb^ethaS'csraMdiB^ll^rt^ 

ftct-. IT. \ Jteaii4 Ea*2ar^^■ 

IdsF^ <aqr^Mi^27;.(St30> - . " 

370 _ ■• ' Balecj^ cambliTg,. 

Mspu ' V Cl*0V370t ye« «» ads^sod to saaS. tha ar^ e£T 

lbat.9 .tewwiM^IqeralnaHota^. 

ntspfc 0S«ir^.taofc^9l^(6*3O-PJ£.) 

bafewd^ ift.£axaiia»^v. 

map^ _ omjvaHfeJ^ (Stiff Fjf.) 

25ff ; Taap aciai of thca^ Bet ttdJbs eadaing, 

Cds^ CotaaBCjPaot Odfes to rastfa aaSslag^ (6:IL P«a»)> rea gea st *d.th, yar raak 
lhot» &• wiiL ha cxol5i8g;B> . 

ZttSF- . Oinjr^ Btefe. S^«mia wttlslBg* 

Qlsp» ^etp, 15 ^ Iceaticau. 

Titst* 35 S i a g aa r- sztd EoIbbs, oa roxtav 

Dlsp» 01:^^ 15, tabs 3t. Job and. gganl the 6*ahle«t, (6F1I. PJC.) 

rtet^ 25 St- JO 0 ? . 

Clap* Qiede, St. Jba Eoapiial, 

TSteW 35 Oteyv 15 

Dlsp* Only' dasexlptlicax this tlaa, & yoang ^dilto sals mil dressed dro^sd veapoa at 
62t S., Iftla and sBen raaaiag soatb i^on that loeatloa* >U.Ta Isfirosatlan be 
*^y be In. a lata Bcdal, vhlto Maataag, aartb eg Kaln^ (6*12 PJt.) 
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Rags 5 : SOPPISI 22 IT 4L pa I®- WABZDT nnsBa nuB, ja., 39 , 

taeU 3Z V» bss» a eca^ et Tsfalalsa ate^psped at Kaln axul Sotlerv hsrs tbalr se 
Uesesa znabns axad tbax bava idosblCLcatlOD. Co yoa vast tbea to stand \ 
loam ths asaa? 

Clsp. 1507 

. 01 s]>. 150 . Eaa* somal csss stoppsd Kaia aod Botleir^ hars Uoenao ambsss^ 

Idsnt lC lc a tiaa InronatLaa^ 0107 fcr tban to deay area? 

150 ‘ Okay- 

Uspb. CbB^ tact J2, (&al2 PJS> 

'lbat.32 

b«t»17 area iskoZoaed aCTasd v» aia gods^to esolse-. 

Sispw. OloQv fiwt- 27, oMsos area Is dcsadcdrBBd ths ^±or salts toersisat.' 
sxoa.- (6sl2PJI.) 

&c fe , g. 1C yea esaadetoistn abldr ks 8 jdtsZ.be vast to» 

Uspu ' Vsfft.to-at.fMr^cttacKtascsv ' 

That- TT Oksgr- > 

368i . Dqjea vnfe-ts tO' pan. lata ths 8zaa£ 

Ctsp- Qta^ PA) 

36® “ OJaftvSte- • 

I5T HassBfrloe* - s 

*Bw* i- 2Jt Ctarrtadry-.- 

01 : 9 ^ 0 ki 9 ^ 1 aot.gC 6 «IVPA) 

dspu 357, v» hsfs a SX^aZ. la effteet- 

Tkefc - g r aae ewwfTwjf tiwi wmai torn tn ariS Ca1>w»m fea twwt mjk^^ ^ 

M»pi .(£ilVPA> 

(TXraM'hTii). - -OslaiBS- • 

Bispu'-' ftoftear CBoSslBgP ■ ■ 

69 ^ 

QIsjU 69 ia easvlea, O^sUt PA) 

CtSspu . Eotcns szsd zedar salts to eevs ihte leap, (6:35 PA) 

20 ' 201&- 

Btop- Ola^V 20 la eerrlc»> (6r25) 

Slspi. First Bctcss to arsivs In Zoop^ eat ths tzaCCXe at IdUhesxy and Seccxal- 

367 36?V cay ICls ca ths scesa aad all. Firs Depertasd tracks are o£C ths stree 

ciaty to ataoda it? 

Clsp, 367 in aervlee^ poll Into loop for tiaffls^roQtlBS- 
367 367 

tact- 33 Ceslsisg- 

Map- TJtet- 33, onlslaa;, (6:16 PA) 
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Eaei 6* . snmsmt * c b m. HiRUHr iirrm me, jk., mc, 39 * 
xttsp^ ciwekisy; 

’I03pi|r 5 2 a MTTlea* ■ 

OS^rp. AIX »MS tan to bs vlthhald t3m tbo area, (6:15) 

Hdbp. Bspaafelzis tfao tofcrsatilca at th±s. tin,, tbo vaapos vas dztjppad at 624 S. ^ 
» mil dnue4 jeans vhlto cAle, last aaea mnnlns scoth. fnca Mn9.t loeatloa. 
m mil dressad jeoas vhita EOla, laat mao rmnlss Scutb fros tbat lacatlca^ 
MX ^ 2 a a lato Bodalidxlta Bnata^s^ sorfcJi ea £teta,. (6:16) 

lAet»-7 ^ Zoep^ 

&2sp*. ' 1bet» 7* omlsSag* C6:27*P*H.) 

250 TteSB^aliatjitaXtapoxtZ' 

CSsju X tern tb>a ca. tfaa atteajfcjng to get ttafe infocBitfcloni 

350 ' • 

326-327 

201- .. OUBBM. ,- . 

, V» , Liaemtoati^.-' 
ntopfc 17^’V(6s2rt 

BJa^ ' 01a^» 259W2b«tw2»'' ..J _ 

Cia>. Jayeaycataiom8»tdtl »a Bg tbo clnt hl BsJMg^ Izx c37 adrlsis^ 

ilattiBKOK-sAjMtf 4t%. li^d» stlH boltss held,, (6:33) 

T C£>p^ 2aKcmSMc»^6il7 P«X.} . 

2Sw*^.IO Ttduyr . ■ 

as»5w ... , 

. (TVo»*TST» ) ••; 

Q&pw . Ctti cfTsea* cCtba asdics' sttho-lossBlBaF> m*z» eettlxis tco ameh feedbude. 

Cak ottscaaiMtftlts zed2<sw 10^ cot «C? 3ca» of th» zadlcs, Wrs 

bat. 20 Stt^jsek iad. daadc balr,, pesstblx bladcj th» sait va9- a tbox dark sqlt^ also . 
|KsHU^ltlad^BBdti» SBbjm^was mdliBshBavx^aild* . 

dspu ■ 1 ycBBsafatts sola bBor daxl: ba£ry passlbl^taadk^ da^ colored salt,, also 

. powibSX Bsdtaa baatfx 1 b 2^- A jcmtsidtlta sals has daark balr possibl 

bTma^ daric eolearad sa2A^ also pcaalh^ blacSt> Ksd±SK bearsx (6:t^) 

IBsiu 250rV 

250 350^ V 

Daajfc li^tho hospital a-Wsed esittcal ecndltiaa^ (6:20 P^) 

250-' OSax^-; . - : . 

Uapr . Axgr czvlsox smllabla to oset a s«t at St. Jes»iii7 
Itlsjiu. 11 tgSBSpeof tl ns^ (6:20) 

Max 5 Jc*ai-5 la sorrlca. 

Olsp. Iciiaf^ at St. Jeetfit, sset tha oCtlcsr. 

J<*a-5 OSiqr, Jdm-5. - 

_ Tt ct .. 9 . .. Oo jok mcsfc.tolst-a^f-g»yatea»-amr<>r^ tt^w? 
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USaPm 

Ikrt. 9 

367 

OUpu. 

0197. 


tMUT 


i f p H T j a reg p * nn OS. tULBSZS USTKSSL. 39> 

ra p or te ra ar» to t»wltbli»2d «t this tlao, (6s21) 

0]9r# 9* 

Cu9 sttesfeios* flam on tbs LogrxslBs Botsl, cars to swltdi to tbs 7^ 
txnqstmoar^ all tact Units <a tbs 72 tctpaa^, cszs not on tbs call^ t 
tmiXch to F-1, (6x22) 


3^ aa tbss8»* . 

367 cat ^ sc«BS> (6:22) 



Bbgs^blBS tb» luteatftlaa ws hsvs st this tins osa thn abeotlns sb 40^ 
WXbaaiTV fcywag aaiTL dr sa a si i sblts esZs, dork bair^ ptoslta y a 

• dsa^atdb»lb*sal8a‘iesada^blai^a»dlnbsaci7tnlld^ Eovaasssr 
scolsb lkaavab9»Sal&» wssl^eaBMefasd a.lat»»dsluh2t»aastans;^ 


B» 3 paa bwisaiy it Meri jitfl oa o» b Il csM s a 


Olspu A 2a*» ncdil.iMfea'fistsm; Is all. tbs InfcBistlca ws bsfs. 
O tar y S OotTg* 9 s paefl l at, 
lOsfu Bi t3»^ Gb«>s 9-9 cb tbs St. 


CTWlMaV 9»»t 


OB Ibbt Stnst^ ecus in sitb joir t 
B> noliiS 3<»sitbing.sbcnfe Sontelds. 


jktiiBbibablor 


Olapb Ohqpv Ibet. Ifl^ 6s24)( 

T*~¥l Tff TMt. 1 ^ «• aars aib Cbb7 ^Zhsss and idaos. just liesa stofpsd tpr * 

-' W»sdid»sdaac s<»g ctbsr «Bb3«ct* bad tbUJand tfcsfc swbjsnt in. cpissttoi. 
aefctb OR Ordct Bkbs* BSsrd^ SPisc aacV^ co. Hors ibcR this Too^aa. 

OSspw ' Old ttMx X*b * liesBBs xxcabsx? 

tast.16 BnrdldBst. 

yosp^ tbab tbs sobjset bad bssa foUcMsd. anbJset raspawSItls ter tbc 

AestlBg bad bass foUacsd nortb cn Csoz^ Cuass. scd tbsn north ca ISaas. 
Scrib OR 0 bb 7 Ifaoaw acd. then Bcortia xa. Bnass. 2b.s Uastaos* Xisfe. 162 

1tet.l6 Stand. 1^. 

Qlspi. 01agr» 9>«n£f*3 CS tart asBfa to oorp. 1bagr«SBb acrtb oa TboBss fioa tbs rto 
of lbzlBiinpv (6x25) 

413 413 iB ssrrLss. 
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Ss aoppiacsai #_ m tsu yksrra n i T Wgg nso, JB*, ac^ 3 ?, 

asjpw “ KSS mdkrfi to U3 la »«rto« (6*^) ■ ' 

bet. l£ 1h«7^va^togiT»«igrdeBerlptlCB^ja^«drLM4.thst ItVKSthoctit^ 

tnwrtlm. 

Olav#' •dvlMd th» snttjsat raspcuSblo jDcar tbo abootiBg^ utaA ztorth oa 13mA 

fircntfao paiattv^ 

Blap. , IS, hat looc^agowBs tJsBt? , . .-r-- 

tut. Atii m ftv agow 
map^ ttegrd3d«Ma»CuanT 

Om^niA.’%bmrmiAwx^ 
fili^ Q1 b 9V HiftimilA t haymiA acgQt ta BMX* ^ 
ttetu 27 iroa. eg Pbk. aaa Cfcolaoa, craferitegw 
ia»p^ n«*«. i3T ^ 

M.XT Ooofew. . ' 

Uar^w 0k^r«>ttak.^(6«2&> 

fii^ v- aar., / ^ 

Sfl^p«Il.igp*tot&aci:^llid±a» 

ISapw XT QMlManglWkbK*- 

, xtopa ■- ' Mat:.--; • ■ ^ • ■ 

n» a»._. : 

w^-:s ictt ■- 

a» - Qo ■? ■■< tolg^ h»»a a awwg tag jow 

mapw ca»am>To^atMaa ly. 


CJJoe9^,*i^9w. 



»M*r 9 list. ' 

tia CkRp«tBoriQD|tto tolDMir idlmTm caabo eoatactod piblla (MTVI 
(SsaadlSIo) fianslssiA fim ICO. 

Otsjw lUay that ton*. 

(TnirfWrt) 

Clap. 150^ kara yen reading thttT ' ' 

150 2teps«tl50 

ttajatAw BtpMt ICO, vft «rs nob gsttlng x«, «• vantwl to b» ro2:y»d. 

. (InoadlbSo) Rxn 200 



298 


Bii^ 9* SUFFZi3KSIir # ' V B tt. IB»‘ WLKUS OTISES SZBC» JB.^ SC^^ 3^» 

Slld7e«rMdhltfZ 
fil»p*. Bb^ Itet. 6p gp ab»ad. 
to«k,6 523-«788, 5?J-«78S* 

Usp. 5=0-37887 

itob,& QiMk. - '--••.•■ 

Oap^ Ota^. 

Tiurft. IX fi>r» Jbci0A«aA IteaSXwasit 
Olspw . XUdXbbrwkaBAAakMoZ * 

ISdU. 3X ' OMcabr- .... 

- Dtaju 01aqr^3SO«Mb«»lb-3»ctogr2te'tte^C»ltt* 

* TteWXL ttslUXU . . 

■ U9^ ■ 6B3a^BC^306^ . 

^ ■ S»«bK»« &i*IWfc«Mdaitttet»c»t»Ik3tt«z^HBCa33.ftr 

' TtalU SZ lb taiw ft CF-miU. !•» Aniai, QSxwtor o£ Cnwnanitgr 
-. JStt; ISCV^bSa^..-. ' 

XZ~- Qbvv ttsi..32. > 

^ lbi*»T < 

1S«W7ctt4b»8aB», (602> 

Cki^Skt — 

Cbr2b >• Orau , 

ttJfpu 21^.w^t»«hpM. 

• CSorl^ CbraU _ 

Usp^ i Tfh p Xm rytat to hw a ff i piiTtaW y (6t33j 

tauter 0»pmbm* a tetter Socatlmr 

Step. M&aad&Cbirftarttv 

tteft.7 V» hk*»MalocBtodBar,SBat« 7. 

filspu Otaov^^^T* 

J oh n J aTchB-5» pea maft Jctai-? op John^ 

filsp. lhapaSfisad av»pes.th* oi3p craisar en7 

Jo1!b«- 5 . Chncl^ Jcb»-^ 

OiMpw Ohy^ JdnHFy rapafte. to beadnaartaw, (&131) 

Johs-$ JchsHF 

Slsp. 356^ aidtdt hoi^ to F-1^ (6t^) 


taftKaptioiT 


V voA ^ wxts 
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lOi SUfFUUGBSr # _c a. OB^ MIHTTH UnSSS CBS', JB., HC^ 39> 

Ttot» g OJMkwitli 150^ tad Me If iftoMt WLUwra, Riotograiiiar, eta eoso iato thia 
ear jest h*r» hla staad far* 

(d0p« 350. 

350 Jaa%. horv hla ettadby tmtiXw can get e 'r ei yt o dy la bsr». 

Cap. Alta bn* hla sttadfar» 32« 

Usp* • 3 U 9 ac* Tta.CB the seeaee? ■ 3 ;- 

99 I» 30O«b.tta« taeaer 

map. . 1fa- bn»b2aae «inte« 

350 _ 3MXMaI»»«b>^wtaw . 

Blsp» lS0»l»iifrti»iMB^99. 

99 . 01i9V ZHeabct^tbitabXoeBafittafteew. 

atopi. 


B totaat, mtfk e 


! Stata ftta nrestcB*. mUk a. «hlt( 


Olsva. 

42L 


43X> _ ' VlttaHQtb* Botti ea Bmbm £rta Rcwtca*^ noartlt at tbcBia «b nxwt<aa». 
’ Olspi;.* 4Jllar»^4ZLi» BorCli Oft TBMta 


«D. nab** 2|fi9,,.4ZL. 

dap.. > tb* bfctta* cB3r,i A21. 

(Tbtad<TiTa);>.,jChM^tba» tafcamMT* tbafew B>.a;89..**(3bta11bl») 

wr ' _ ■■ _ ' 

Cl>*iiitTWa).«»;;aii>9tC^ »tepped.tb«fe ctay tad h* eeb cicay.. 

42t. Ota^v. 

T a rt* T - ' 3Sfc e«ndttaj..- . 

OiaSk afc^1h«b. 7» (6i9A)»10»b»ab3»tofbeBitatar»» Infinatlta? 


M»JW OtaDT* • 

Aifab. 4 taBsporblag; to bsadoarbaas* 
ttapu Bebt^ 4 bxtaspcvtlbg, {6t36) 

S3 BiMdgtarten. 

Wsp. 35 ta tb» son*, (6 s37) 

map- 366* 
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12* acmaiBtc-# rn , waam nmat cas^ js*, bc^ 39-* 

Qispw , Af jvm tUMoT 

3<4 QmJv h«»*» tftoiwv 

QUpw Wbifc«» yoarloBafeiiMiT 

3tt, ^_^Ub^«l.tl»C^r^nof. 

ojjipb 0h^,(&ea> 

fiSap^. Jicraas* 

«rjb9cnds«» cvttvcttv OKS lath* Mat «i^ (6<59)> 


AS6>-. •McbMMJO.^Q^mall^eclat^ltetaiv^ 
.Btopw ^ I&W Bh ii h B t ^, ijb39> 

S6^. .. .; ChTTwit »Tt tmjgjsseSL, 

BS>»* . ohv^ix.9i3S»cai^ 
tteMaato) . Tirr%a» iWnWa 


VOh 


. ^ JhMMbdla CM h» lOtakiftad, 2»t thM 

42X.. -. ■‘'ttoaij' 
tt^'. fc n ip i irTBr^ CfaWife . 


otapu • nw i >u 35«^ Wa^ttat Igt^ rawwi qp hy 1Miit1flpd» l»t thM q 


05 •* 


r#.2oti 

aaiMChra 


(6«ja> 


Stipw 

SMt.9 

‘Uspu 

ih«t»9 


» IS9 05 a 


IhMM 03d ISzwtOB*^ 1tet« XJT 

jtet. 9 ;. * ■ ■ 

lit Imtm dbiftaaatlcaasal* oeilcgndlwra siQrs h» cSbsmxmd tvo vhita solas^ 
tfMgiTVf Oothwi ca ^emd Rxwrk, batvaaa Bcaitotca acd Yaacm at a e^«aga 
Star ahosld b» laa idilta OldaaabUa^ {acted on Sacoad Straat^ haadad aer' 


tUmpm 0&S9V taat. 9» ban tngm .'iwt lca acnranl >dtlfca sftZaa v 

ol ottt i M *TacfTd Stxamt, tetweaa Itaotefeea acd. 7aoe», In a idilt* o: 

— • “ ^ ->.-w « — atioaB svraxal wh*" 

L Stswt taa tw aaa. 



301 


32c ; SBFFUaosrr # jm 02. amis xznssa xiaa» je., ms, 39. 

(OSap. CaxtSsacd) ; 

Clap.. * «cd Tteea. Ibqr wm 2 b a ufaita OUnebila paxted ■eoEthbcoad ca ff a gc a d St: 
Jbgr IMet Ohlta la tha TLalnH^ to cte«lc enct tbio loftonotlm, r ao po u d vitb 
naberw 


3<a 

Ftt as Gtt that. 



filspu 

Okar. 368. (603> 



(Th^ihls) 



mspw 

fiapaat. 



(TiSMlTlila) 



xtttpw 

Trar— HrIhdtZ. 




M.1X .. .. 



Oiapw 

VMWlX «ftl Qi£t £ m tbo calV C^) 



3«r. 




Oiape. 

0tapv3«r^ 

. ^ 


^ . 

:.'■* v.^' ... 



IBsp^. 

toatia^99uVr~.7;‘ ■ 



. 

ItXL 30ft Zf& aa ths vair to Us afCSao. 



QSasu . 

3DQ|^99iB*M»thsiiasrto too afffoo, (6it3) 




Th«k» IX , St* HtatiB.asdSak3MB>iio ban* m-pnoEn ttebsor anfaltoOldsaoIdJo paOX ara 
.ft<»th»sa«tika2S»afttoi:cnadB»)ieboVl«^^ot^P«U.<* widMashar 

Otopw 01iy» ttO* lLtM» iafttMtelfla tfy »ar aTddJto OMaaoWto, • idiito 03da»b 
paXL Mar sido of tto Loexalao ^asLar to tbo •rxl'pal of t]» po3ico 

ot eiaatw u . X iditto 01daaartiU» paaolhar aoeeo*. (6«XO 

&«t.XL Vt<t9teiliti«tbataa^<wXba»faraMfc. ft. 

Iftspu OlB^ ltat.Xl* 

23T . CM^datax^teafa^tgpi»ar«BBi:ti(a»7 
- --T»at*3n^ifta>i Vhwlafgaaaoltf 

2SL ftao^ttwxifio 'ttaitwodrojgpd oaflilBStanatwv a.BrcKDlBsvttti*oecpo < 
Blvpi*: ' It 2» a XtcMBlar icttlt * Mopo o»' It.' 

23X ' Caa jaa s±m o» tto eatLCbox^ 

ISopii. teHtacy PBI . 

201. ItatMac^wo did not toBdt tb, ft i9 at ItoadqBKrtors, a»l BOV SB tho 

p raa a aa l m of Zbopu betasTv 

Olsp. . bt^r*^bMiu«>laato«dwd;, It. Is iBO tec. 

23X -TaThnifc. maiS M»gP«% w « ma pogfc- 

Olspw ' Boatar at TiTftob aad Vagpor. 

231 23T ' 

Olsph Oksp','231 Mas s aas po et at aad ^bgaor, csa a eowrandlng ‘oCdsor not 

ttan ttoBB? 


15 » 



302 


Fkg» 33f auEPiaisnr #_ KMcna nnass mo, Mc, 39 . 

Olsjr. OiMT^ISa^ (6*45) 

OUsp*. 150 call ICO ca ata.tStm 431 (6i45) 

150 SspMt tb« Statlaa nnbmr. 

SAsp. SUUmAU. 

150 Olaqv 350 . 

C»car2^ 9 Gsopg* 9 -"f;--;--;?,- • - i- - • V- 

QLvpw G« lb— A , Gmcs« ?• 

6 a« 9 * 9 «» BMd WM» aer» an dam bars 40 tfgart th» dean ib^o at. . 

Crtdias Ua augr pa^la 1 bkU». 

Bisp. 0 t*r» 0 n«»* 9,3«r^ab.**^ ( 6 t 46 ) 

359. lhlfc ^U.IagalgKtotMa^qEttfanat»onib3«ct» harada thto TlelBL^dt 
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Va^ 1^1 SCmZSCSIT t an. OR. WUOTS. ZZIESBS CRS, JR., HC, 39- 

IfeU tRm to hold eo to t!»t rabjaot to iddo aa lrtiitfctf1 . c »tln a » 

01»X^ ^tob. 9, hold OLto thst snbjoet, so tiax ess v»3m idsnt lflc sfc l flg (& 
Ohsx, &ct. 9- ■ 

Bsv* Thilt Tssdsr smt os «b Bssdqqsrtoro. 

14 iMdsr, soot thilb 2 at hoadqiastaro, (6tiR) 

Cbo^ <Bitho «agr» 

Stopw . Qweh^(&i4d) 

Sloths. ~ 

200 iW anwSmw' r - 

Utrpm- 200 

acs Jaik3SOite^l»vBta»tox<opearOt«. 

Qif^ I9a$f«te*d»jot'snk2oar 

BspU Chit»h.BSlMkia^20au ^ , 

200 - : 

ISV y KaLaQOt»»tttdlirvUb.hd»1hetSBl^ 

xttopw 200^ BtaaArwS^TanrlhetQedts laths <«lolsU7 or thaLoRtfte, (6:49> 

;-2ao,-" rhs^ao^'.;-: .* 

Itlsp^ Tfcst» T riMS^ ^ths atos^ (6830) 

%8b»7 Ihsk-T^ 

JUk^T Vhlm*As«lB<ttefioio«annrsD&th»aBlidagp&atea13ili4, SEdthsxhsossi 
is^ ls tig ego BMtsnf .. 

Wi^ oisflr» *h<*- tt«o> 

- ttsk.lL -ihsiu;ii. '-i 

Blspw Go.Shsa«,.ttcR.lX.^;.'.. y '•7.;-' . 

ttsUIL Betel (fain hsM> s^F»I»faMsa»psc|iU that. hmWp^ to vtvkw«D^ 
kaos IT Ih osa te ^Bofesd. 

ttsk.2L Caag(k^teb.2Z. . 

^s50PJL.> 


359 

Usp. 

ttct»9 

Taebwl4 

Zttsp. 

ttst.34 

lasdsr 


aispw C6«bottl,4QU 

4C4 • SaaadBO two »*• BotcsdTols asasp boro to ths anex*#nearab St. Jos Ti^ owy 

ZHepw ' Otsov Bo*^ tte ttszsHMT’St St. Joe* tto Botso bob oaao Is 

with jBBr mater. 

404 I osod teo Bsa, s«a If job csb aoaldonfc car, cr stqrtodj’ o3ss op hsvo, teo 


Oisp. 0 ta 9 v 4 CU 
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F»g» 3^: 

35a 

fitop. 

150 
Olsp. 
CMt. liU 
Brippi""' 
V9 

fitspw 

359 

Uap.. 

Blsp. 

ta^9 

OSopb. 

ftob»9 
' Otspu 
35^ 

Map, 

Stop^ 

M..37 

Otopw 

Slop. 

JTO 

BXspw * 
.930 
3tt 
Oi*pw 
355 
Olspb 
350 
155 
35a 


SUB gT i 3Sre #• < n ZB* SttRTTg URBS3 JJ33B-, JX,, VS^ 09» 

Bkvt tck geb th« U^kta atiU oaX 

Qmtec, 350. 

Go o b ood «ad lot oCf • 

OloQT^ tbo l3^Et» «ro bolng eloMrod, (6t5D 

twfe* 14* hoadqunrtoxsp 

14 ^ ea Uto soaeo afe hoodqoarters^ (6%53) 

tho Xb3& ha» tte mlo oalarodttob knewo tho «agfe Icrabim iAoko ttoiG 
ntTfrthoOy hswo M» em In witlt Us Bsafeor. 

Stskts lbck.9^ 


hms ^ st Otocnl sdA Safelor^ 359- 
Bis»th«sk>iG]p. 

OlBOV 1kc(i*^P ^ 

K» ters n sa^wtk ok. Itadn «at 
'M(«5 has.a aaSFwkaklWBOBiZa2beW inr omoor'sndJUbls tojiMt the 


Okjps. Boot, 3aip. 0 Sj52> 

OK s ay hodr ctaocSe tbs vUts Btstmg ahtodosKt in «n aU^ on tbo sootk -<»<- 
«ta* IbabodtrBafcadZ’ : 

Jbr «>r ebaUe «bs 1 taais«c A tbs Boatk adds qT tb* Fbabe^ 
35^(bU»ssms». 

STO^iis dM«lB< Osk sar. 

Q>sc^ 57 Sb rTiarifait 

OIa^930b 

355 ^ on thosesDS, 

3^^ CB tbs seeoSj. ( 6 sS 3 ) 

355 to 350 
355 to 350. 

350 

350 ^ Is lb dax for Or. Ungta fatobhsr to go tetbe >ia» p*»*iy 
r eos3da>b shk It* . , . . 
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vikgfk 16t SaPPtSfOT #__ _: < 1 OB. tOBZDr LOTSSB KDK^ J2*, M5, 79. 

OIS|i. I» it ok^ fer Or. King's brothar to go to ttao heopUtlt 

230 OMk. 

Onp. eb*«k, 255, (6i»> 

255 Olosr, 255- 

&lsp. 2Q2, On* aiflsoB to dtwek vlth tbo Tut Italtg arcond tho ISotol, «od. 
oaao tfaot fiOB fao rolauod teem, thotr Incaticn, to do so. 

SOL ; OlSBV 

01np» SakviXl totocanaso tBo ana- 

2ttt. <ao^,2au ■ 

bet. IV tMt^lklndn^a^lMod^Mao. 

* Qtop. - bat;, IV laadw a^ ho a daBat rt eto, <6»») 

bet.^ HtawSSStoedLsdeapfais jaataHrat-btlaraodbataar^ ■ 

USMf^ ;|QVp2dtj«HrjKte«>i9J^bl»dasftb2bMi7t 

• BS* ■ biitteBitlar«rt.lK3bax^^ • 

&bpb 01ox»ttat*vrBd2iv^*Dd]la!bat^^ 

&b»- bet. V^2tehT,.>Mtl55iftaV5ei«jV 

asapw .-• ttak; fir.- ■■ .■-■ - ‘ ’J ' ■ :••■ ' 

..beVfi /boVV ... ..i„ . ;v>v : 

Oiipu 

* baV.r. - 'bat. 

Ittap. (&t56) ' ■ /■ , ^ 

2fflL • .WLto.bBtOaa...-.,' 

biju' te«fcaa«25V-v_-. -^ : - • : . 

^ . SSo?^SaJSv!!?*** miaaiairfiirwt ai^ bet 

Obgi. IMdojmaaAtotaOXhltr 

• 259_ . Ctan^dewbBaw'* --.,-':. 

Obapw Qk)^., 

Qtapu So ym knar tha eHtwa'anaMiT • 

bcWli bet. 21 

asp^ Go ahead, bet. 21 .... 

bet. 11 Tb* canaots «t 30S 3. Saeced la V C. Kaifae, JJL. Tea Boss, ple tca re abor 

pKO j ee tl ett op e aat «nr at the Stxaad baatxa, and Ja peobah 27 on dntgr tooigiit. 
Clapw repttt the Ox«t me. 

bet. 21 L. C. KgOfln, 12£rad Taa Base, A. F. Van baa, (3p»22a it Boaa) 

AOt AOt 
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Buftt i 7 » so TO L ag ar # _ _ o n nB. ammr iotsbb. Q 2 s, a., us,* 39 . 

Qbi]^ 

XOap* 
tiw^7 

.359 

&3>pw 
359- 

SSmp^ XCwerktoidwtr-.. 

33>- cC to M i rtulra ^wayd gIoth«» cate to jOwnte, 

"Sl3p>> • OliT', 359W«telV»- > 

Otqpi. ltefc.lA».M»»3A^.l»t3HiBBStmatt»ixtfa»Tleiidje7‘CBbcir&«Ul4Z 

Sbilb. 1Uk.3Av «dfe^3Uk*F«^WSfc. Jiw, 

SM^ ZL. ft*k: 31« to^b»9»«tefc*»J«»>3oeBUfltf7 . 1 

ftwBy IL~ 'ttab«riyng WITm^ tttffe3> 
aiig^ mVwrTT nT 33.I»dMr> 

oiiq^iad6.n»-: , 

2QL i> JBfctar Ip — win twTmm thii» «rft» — «om — HatlaM^ 

^ - TliiiTr fmrittti|rt^1nn_ 1t‘ii mwiiiijtr TimliT mwi fn miT Hili mn iti tUJj 

■ .• ' ._^., - ; ' • 

Oa^ COigV^l**^*^3t««z»toatilXaMLt9te«x««.iiatiXBcHLcida eeanlatM tfaid 

lOMOfcl^ttaW (At»> 

ticfe-T ttot 7 OB th» M»». ■ ■ 

aasp. (7«oopjf. EEB306) 

lavpb tM. 14 Vi±^ 3 attl» 8 ca»sbat. ( 71 OOPJK.) 

W»> 39?- 

359 359 

Slap* RwJiit tbBt te tb» wmdaaXta trtm ^ iiU«» odT hwin— at 30ft S«. Saecad^ •r» 

iibflB* tba ca«» that 70 a «r« « 0 kb« chBsgwt aloth— ^ 

359 Qwdc^ h* atat«* thst tte doer nos opsa at that tla»> tiw 7 wsra dott 

it*s a. good paialbi3ity that It. w«a workssa that b« sar. 

topw O109V159. 

Wap- 359 

359 __ 359 


Ga ttiaad, AOW 

Bisa til* two That ttitt* MolBg ersr, xapert to tko back of th* Sux 

thet 6 asd 7, sspeort to th* taok of tho ZharBSOcy Boca o utaoji eo- CA*57) 

bat 6 

thcbT .,,*.• 

359 ^ 

359 . 

n» ItacB* BBtav 357-77939 aak'>., kte if atmm of Mam— b a n^m Aansad datl 
CBk3aXhaA».' 



307 


SSSEZQCSrr ^ CBL tetaTratinw !»w k'ThK j 9C^ J9* - 

02spw Kes* ^Ka. Hasa m th» jbaa»» aedhiir hasbaod nd brother In Iter «r» the cslgr < 
that m that haalMWi at the TtscaO. Aid^i axd there are xm ae^iaBles coQili^ 
thaze, and th^ are e& rate £roa the teslnass hone, attd left there abent 3C 
wlmrbea a^e. > 

259 Zt*e a peaafMlIty that thaj are the bro he oteerved there» Bare her to taJ 

har hnafcaasd to eestaet jrca as soon as thej gat hcas* 

Qlspw Otejr# ^«t . 

tect. IX That 32^ tUt 2^ there Is ra xto ai s at 33d- Bat3er» at this X»id7‘ Ssetde Sep^ 
Caav■^r• thaaa to 3ssro aad go hnea^ leer* weark* 

wrp, aaoL 

2CX_ m -■ . 

fits]^ IhwJ a^Bn f iiy wwdBBSS at 33d Bttfclerto 3sa»a the hariaaas tesmoadcaBd go 

2SX 

fitojhK 

. tet3X 

Otop^. 

; - 35? 

. OhiSb 

ftts i» the aad dC » ftsMBdaslM^ 


0tar»20i.,:: 

Otaw^ftst Cisqs) 

liiat.OliiSP- ■; 

teaU joa xSaasa hsis 15? ta aaat » tauk iB ftoBt or 3Ca S. SaeoaSr 
3S?» dhl 3CKraad-36?V ‘ 

-Vi-;':.: -. ■■ ■■ ■ .V 

<T»C5> 

%ltf aah atlka^jBd UM chads dagr. 
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Ris* 19» soppLarar # m cs. uioaiK miher tno, jr., ws , 

St* £*HrHl 9 ff sr* tb« tzaosalssljeBS firo* P>X tnqtuiuer, cn. April. A. 2968. ftta 
6iOL pja., t* 6t;i PA 

2 2 

15& 25& in ■•trie*. 

Usp. ISA in 8«rrle*^ (AtCl) 

AIX’ iT «» i^M i i r t *r* - 

Olapw A22. immrritm (AsQl^ 

68 6R»th*aMiA 

filnp. 68 on tta* s«Mt«» fAsOl) 

IT XZcatbvMo*^. . 

' IlSspw Xron thniMo, (6sCQC) 

2 _ 2 g*th* ■■*»■, • 

Ittapw 2eBtfa»*Ma*w (6«C3$ -'• 

Uap. 2«Cn*ff«4.th«bedIp. 

■2 ■ C8r2^. 

;A1&_ ' 

Ot^ X^4l£.p*!XiBfe»4a6ttdi>R7^Iflt^^ 

^ lllspw. X : ,-,,, ' .••• ■' 

M*Pw A1& ^ 

0l9pw Bqp«to«.ttefe«.ebe8feiqKfaa<oeeax<idatttaitt pl*«^ okiW 

«^v ■■■...; ■ y : • •• 

■ Omp^ A 26 > ■ ' v..'-Vv-: • 

««•; us., ;. \ A V ■ ; ' - • . ...^ 1./ • 

Vapm, XnAUfi^. jeorns* t»xn*tBinS» cBPVtiLtt in *Bries*d that £bt» Xtw 

ten Itea^cA; etegr* 27 

X 0mgr,2^ 

Wapw A1& 

A16 AiA 

HiS]^ 1 ‘«bA A16^’ 358, pair iq^eatfala. It hw feMB ecsflrand th*t Stag bu» bMoi she 


1 * 

X . 

map. 


A16> 

US 

Qlnp. 

158 

158 

158 
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kga 20 r 

159 

31sp. 

156 

0199 . 

V 

BiJlph. . 
Z 

0139. 

62L: 

Oispw, 

150 

fll3?^ 

• 

'^0139. 

g ntopj. 

2 

•Otapk 

013IU 

: ni 3 >u- 
139^4 
150 

i W3PU 
16 

C19PW 

Olapt. 

68 

□199. 

AI6 
' ni9pw 
2L 


aomaasr pa au lusrm onss m», jh., mb^ 37. ■ 

155r *** ^ ^ 3nnl ^ hwtwly £en> a r±3S Azcnad bstel. 

OoliA m zospooUsg^ (6>C6) 

159, I*m BBrbiK dom <n th»t call. ^ 

0I»/, 159» 156» paXL dowii. 

Okay, 156. 

AM9* B9 jadMtxUu ti3££le^ tn^ttia is ta Isanv tta» -visisttgr «T 1^' beka 
17 la ■■ r i lf ‘ 
iTtsMcvlca^ (6805) 

2tKMarfle9» * 

Bp»-lT'irtTHfft1rii tMa- ahofe cam tea a teidc balldlBgv ifc*» a tariLdc bsUdiag 
diiMk^MSfefrostb* Xorx«lBaBoUI*. Cia alMfe. ob» £tai tfas iDBRlde balldlB 
dlswtlyrmsb tha lecxalQ^ Bcfcal.. (6:06) 

Z «ia aoi* iB m tba8» 

•■-■ • 

i5o>- ' 

»'gv .. -£■" ■ ■ ■:' 

B6 m thiib.th» Iteb OUJts 9 m 1 tlatt 

All tl!>t«3 aix Udt»^ 250 adflsSiig aQ. Act. 0b2t» ax» to s«al tUa «r 

flCr wplitsTy, ITT last Oatbo aro t»aaal tb±s am oCf eq^Tataly. (6xC6> 

^ 2lB8arRlaai» . 

2 awnrieo. (6x06) 

A21 too thomaiJiB at 621 S. es» of tho oazs tea tba 'waapett at 621 8. 
IMb. Iho ad^aat l a apc aol h l o xa& seatb cn £bla, tho si9bdoet gaa riajnibl o xa 
•eBtt»tfeaa6C6BdB.. 

. nMt6^pm.3iw . ■■ • .■ 

OBta^y itaaailfl'lBiiT -r ■ - 

Hiart^ ataDdOv^ a. jnc 'whtto solo, vaU dxasaad^ a yvaas wtalto c*la woZL 
. diaaaail^ taa aockh. firm 626 S. Ada. (6x08) 

16 baadqUMaEaw ' ' 

01fi9V 16. 

155 OLtba seaca. 

Otaav 255» (6)08) 

Dxaatrrico. ' 

68 iBSarrtao.. (6:08) 

616 la tto axoa. 

Oki7V616« (6:08) 

26 la tha araa. 


36-411 0-79-20 
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flig* Zlx SDFF£52£3St i c n tfS» MA3XB ZUTSSt SZ9S« JR*> MC^ 39.. 

&t5p» Oloqv ^ C6*09l 

4 4 1b rarvlea. 

Stisp* 4 iB Mrvtea, st 290 B. toeatinv * dlsturtauea. (6tlO) 


Slsp» Ecv* Inraraftcioa sul^aet eay’ t« is a lata sodal wlxlto ttstaag^ a lata ondal 
ahlta Kiatanc^ aorth ca Btda^ a lAdta MostKig, laCcorcatloa va bava an ti 
aatStet^ faa 'a a ycn a g «hlta mlsp wall dxasaad, pesaiJdl 7 In a lat«^_BedalWb 
- ttatfUaK^ vast Bcxtb. « Bttn Stiaat. (4tlO) 

tuts- »at.6 

Uapw *M*6^*apaatu. . .. - 

Qfaip. tut 6-, aagr Ubu ear atUl aaadfng. tha U^ttaf 

Uap^ 0119^ MB? \ 

lOMptm ' Ofcyy 3W^ ju urn irt a iarf ta saaX tha- aaaa ctt la a pla t aT y aapand tfaa Icxia: 
QmttLtUt%^ (608> 
ai^ ChaakIBak-S. : (l&aXO).^ 

Olapw- ^iapai*.tba aBta9F «a3r» 

Uayw -\ortbaIawitfaBr,--^/ 

Ol^f’^eaqiBaairttalSMfcltaita t»Mada aroAiisg* C6tXl} Ou pa a A tdih. ja'. 

• ■ ■’ *2^ ■• — '■ ' '•■ * ;■ '• •' . 

OSapk - Ok^vTtM^tfrattllJba qalaagga. . C6tll) 

Umfk, ■ tut3S,IuUlu^ ■ 

aiaph. 0hv^ ]5a«*k»a^ *aaadinc«tte ai^^ 

, atop., - at.fcaHoapltoI,e!Mk;. 


ad^Iia dropp 
{- sottk to«v that loeattoo^ tan 
' <ThawllhTa)— . 


JiSmOm ' I50u tbay twa a amal aaaa atoppad at atn art Bbtlagy tara llcagaa- wabarB, 
aa4 *-*>"— m «ha idutUScattoo, and tt» aotOaeta do d»ek to U 

ctogr tor tbaa to lava tka acaaZ- 

atopk Cbaal4.toet fi;» ' (6tl2> 

atopw toa4 l7p ttaa aiaa to eTvai! ttCf^ tha etbar- lartta ta enttoa tha «saa» (6tl2) 
Otop. Car 2^ at* Aia^ on tha aaana Bof • 

Otofw Oaek3«e* (6»19) 

25T . . 1ST la aaraioa. 

Oisp* 257 la aaavioa.* (6tl3} 

Otopu 257« wa ham a afgal ■Q." la aXtoat* 

that 14 That. aatotor> 
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fmgim a*r soPKZJBanr # m, oa. Kurna imma rasa, mc, 39 

U«p» Sut •mlsfjig. (6tl4) 

SMit 22? Ikct 32, erolalBgw 

ltt*p« 1k«t 33^ «ro33±as. (6t2J^) 

69 69 in. •mrrlem^ 

01>p. 69 2swrrlca. 

*. ' ■ ■ ■ ■-•■■--••'■ • 
ttsp. 4.fatfa«»oa». C6r34) 

2Q aaiamlett. . 

filspu Zb tb^2ai&s«n3*«r 

2Q ^ Oteds,. ' 

ZfcjBanrrieB. C$«3S) 

fiisp. naBBka*.aadzBdKFBBttstoaa«»lBtath»Leap» (6sV) 


UbP. 

*55 . 

OtapL 

356 

355 ■ 

356 * 

355 - 

356 
01^ 


^^tl0 loo^ 
0 »m^3S5^. 


1 1» ed ttet tsBfne. 
n»23rrt latb* Xotv to eat tfa» taafZle sk. • 



25 3»«we«to^ (605> 
I56.toI55 “ 


haw 9Qi» amnan Bfe: 3^*. HntlB Bod imidlBg cb iqji. 

BeOa thn edk tofcir fiotfan* iKtos®. 

01igv356. 

dltBwwBB to ti» Wit h h e ld am to® awa, 
ftwfc 33» e r uiaJm t- 



m»ju 

A3»; 

maiv 

Zdsp. 

359 

Oil?. 

tUsp. 


B> T>BttBg tto _ 
426«ptotB» A 


35(V «» hnro « 
kl£^im*sm saSxtgtc 


«• bam afe this Ubm. Ito m^ca tarn. dKc y pa d at 
ito jeans iddto ubI* tct3 sms rcaasiiis £r^ that 
BBgr b» In a ntilta ttstaas, norfch <b Maiw^ (6sl6) 

t tliB pKorn, attoiptlss ^ S*^ that *T«fga-i i— 

enb oCt txBdCCle saathbeand ca. Ibla fim. 


01bv,A36w (6t26) 

ObajvTKfcT. (6*37) 

Ofcay, 17». C6*37> 

Zok spfe Boor tjpa oS ftlfltAtTis dosetriptiao Itoa tba seeaa2 
Staadly 359.-..T»st lOT 

ixgr ear cn tb» scana advislns c2othig* dosexiidlaa, 6nj ear 
•dTiaSeg cS Mid J sg daacrlitiai on thi» 9ob>«t2 
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SJFFSSiSSS 


i Da. aAszis unaza asa, m, 39. 


g^lii tb* H ffr ta Just * ollXBts^ roitll I girt. tbsTS* ; 
Qisa^, UX;» tb» aro atilL b«iB« bUd. C6*ia) 

OI6X7. 

201 on tlw sow*. (6:19) 


Cot Oder acse oT th* zsdics mt tha lotxtia*^ vm axe gstting too sndx l^adbu 
Ctat flCC scaw «C the xadlce. 

IMl 31V eo^ these zadLcft eCr Bad txx 

dsric hsixy pesalhlr blB^, daoric e nlnr ad snit^ eiso pen 
bXad^ ndlabMar lnUd. A. joons idilte oale*. daxic pesslblr ■ 

dandk snife^ posslhil^ tflawilr^ aadinahasfjr Hilld. (6:20) 


150y the h a s| ±t«X bMsss crlt)f»I conditAai. (6:20) 
faty esslasr osdCJah^ to aset «.ss3i 9t. Jos? 

ttaa s pugt lgs to b**ftg«rtsxe aad B of I. 

AlV-tzaaspeortixigy (6:20) 

Ae^BMtthes£C2cor. (6:21) 

O M B ig e oadt ISMsMrw^ teSW Jbsy haseths l as gtsc Ba b . to nast- no tiws, - 

IfitfitiTSj. ts p ac t STB axe to h* irtthfreTrf tsaa. the hetsX ah this tla»» (6:21) 

AH eaxe aA±es^i:Bt^ ocie ox tiss IorsIss RotsX. raTT, axe to selfcchi to t2w 2 
fisqMOvy ^Xtaetlblts toiessto laiths 7.2 finqjoaaiqr, *33. case net cd 
cAteswlt^toTm. (6:22) 

Car Mm Gsstai? 

Ve,3^9t,fcme^ ... 

0b9V Car 3^ iSsSSO^^ T.iswtMttarfc eUL not ;«a i^aa we gst ens tnOilabXs fc 


Cbt 3 01syy3- 

157 157 €d*r on tbs OaH. 

Qtspb 01«VW 137* 

U. hk 

ZOsp. 66*. r» B h sw T . 

ik Ih tbs nxsekBr on the mp oot hsza? 

Oisp.* Ghooikv Cl^ tioC is ssadias a uxselar. 

Oisp. 14. 

Usp. 28v 8t 3457 9iasxr, Iico2warth*s» holding & psisccBr. 
Usp. C«r 35 

15 15 

XOsp. 15» at 737 Eanlsp« a ccgplatTiant. (6:3J} 

15 15 


ft 3; 
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2^ roWLSSSST f fm DH, HlBTPr UTIHaa me, J2., 59* 

Wapi./ . Coir««tlcn, (6:23) 
ia»p, Oiap, U6. (6:23) ■ 

QLbju 3 d, 1£29 ComliiS, a ecaaplaliwit. ( 6 : 23 ) 


28 28 

A32 422 is aarrlcs. 

Olsp* 422 la Merles. (6:24)> rr - 

Uapi. 3d, XBpMfe TOUT QkSTV . 

38 . 01«9v3d- 

Ctip- (6:24) 

33T . 257 ctt th* sesBs- ' 

Qian, 157, (&24> 

Olsph. 25 32r8rath>:y Bt ths Icnass, a eoapladBBizb. (6:24) 

25 25 • 

Oia^ - Tngnrjafc ABartfcate^ths svLb^asfe has 4 ml faUemd, tbs sobjaefe T» u i yEmatKt, £ca 
Aooklag bas tsaa SoUchwI ncxtlL oi. Canax ^Slczm Twt tiiea nerth ot Ihoiss, 
Both. OL CazEDxSiaua ao8 tbas Dcrtk oa. Ihcsas, i»8x» ther la a ffistsef _ Is 
162 

Qtspu Tbagrvsst sesrtb. at Ousias firos.'tha ^Hmfcy of Farlongr.. (6:23) 

Usp. 433, Mitrte ta r^ (605) 

433 433 i» mwIbs, 

filspw 423 ia- a«:vias- C&:25) 

&13JW Ola^ ttdrtam tiiafe Vsm sr&Jaet napcavlbls for tbs slmrtlxxs nertb cxl Ihos 
taem, IbrkRx. 

Slsp^ 18, bof laac *8<> ^^*^7 

Qfi)p& Olaqr thay dlA adwl^ IteqBs, otaT» Inftgaa tlca fcs wnb Bflctit oa Ttwaats. - 

ia»pu tut 37 

osspu ctoar, tut or, (6a6> 

Dtepw IflX, 68 palX:9%sths dtp lislfca* 

Qtsp, 17, Chslsea aad VbtMss. 

m»pw loir 

Wap, , IDO, 

Wapi, IDO. 

Wspw 38 at tbs soes». 

Wap. 100 ataadbx. 

Wap. Rrr. SUiaaa. aol Hlddlabreok? 

Wsp. 150^ 7aeb 9* bad 3ar. Jaebaoa dad Wdcllsbrook, advlsins tbep bars a rlgbb tc 
£0 vp thars, ars thaj to bs adaittsd? 

Wap. 100. 

JWap. 1^, bba GorreoTicr vaata to <so( 'vhan rot ba eootactsd pablia aozrles. 
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Fatgs 7£t SOPPT^KST ^ o n. OS. MtHTITH DTISZS OSS, JR., HS, 39. 

SAs^. EslJqr tost to B«» 

Olsy;. 150, sr* jx« rsadJjjj that? 

CXspb. Bapsct 100, y am fict gsttlag yea, gcdns to hsr» to be related. 

Oisp. t«at 5, go ahead, 

Olsp- ?23-278R, otaqr. 

415 425 laeerrloew v • • ' ' 

DlspstdMar Is that HlddlriTcok roWactacn? 

Oispw> 01OQp> 350 adKtsea that, tb-ircaltt b» cSsy- te thea to go Izu (6t30 OOC 

lUsp.. X5& . 

axspw 24» tepert.to h a rtijawt e re ^ (6^> 

dspi,. 24» z^q^est. to hnA^ffrtess.. - 

Uspb 24^ zopert-tn hesTiifiat^ST^^ C6a30) 

■ ' . . .V , ■ 

2S ISamHymym^ ^ 

Wapw Ola^i, 15, . (6021 

3S Sar^tosscaoo^ . 

Wspu C0aqre 3S, (6l32) : 

■ 25 25<atfa»M«a». 

Uspu :^CBth»sen».. ( 6 i 32 > 

Wapw . 156 . 

6 6 iis iii>f1 1 sw 

filspw- Llttsavfic*,. (6a35> 

* - Sfan0«Al5&..- 

lUspuOloqrZ* 

SSspw . 2, ItAlOL 

427 4iriftMs*i)e». 

24, 24 cuLthe sm»^ - 

Qisp^ 2V n th« seoo. - (6^) 

Otsp. 421, Is B<st2k «B ^liG3zB9 fires Rlzestaaa, bnhird a Hftstaag, witli a lablts sala : 
It. • 

map. Usm^Kd 421, ctseRfitg ox that. Ib^a bm dieoked out. KS-24S9. It's oka: 
Slap. 37, at 396? MllIensMO', •«• • ccaq^lnanb. C6t36) 

ye^ 37 

260 160 

160 . . 

Vo hsro eaa cf thwio aobdla xmlte at Jaolson & Eollywood. Ea s t a tes be Is 
»,Tvi..j ^ Mcam followljig a latstasg, oast co. Siaaoer £e<tt Hl^xlszid, tbt 

Is sappesod to. bSTo shot SlaS- 


Slap. 

160 



315 


Fisg« afj 30PPLaC3T 


* mBsm nnass me., jh., mc, 39 . 


Dlsp. 

160 

Edtap, 

413 

Dlsp. 

k33 

U3PW 

415 

156 
Glsp. 
360 Sb 
Q tapw. 
160 
Stops. 
260 
at^ 

36 

Stops. 

22 

Qtopw^ 

26a 

Ctopw 


SoM ha hnr» tba Heeaso exabar? 


I 60 baa lnfex9»tlcsi £rcai & eoapilAtoast that a vhits sala is east es 
firae Hl^htond, a white nala east on Smxae £roi mgWiaiMS itt a 
reepoaible rear this ehtwfelng. 36 , - 42 p^. dam, 28, eubject la 
■pMd Halt VBS-t ca SQacier £t<bi Hlihtoed. 413 locsfclcs. 

Poptos 4 SaXIywod, 433.. 

AilL ttp to W h i te Stattost acd Sosstr. 

OJciX^ 433- 

425 

Bn* a ecr jnl X op to UMte ^atlot 6 Saeror and. it*s aupjxxsad to b 
lS6St. Jtoesie 

4 X 5 „ JM 300 tolns est cst,. 2 t«» sespssed to bo a hloo 

» aanaar rSToalfteiBC.,^ 

m c**o atnai Ir, 260 »es*«t.^ ^ 

. Sob. ca Ctraedtola) *56 Pcsttoo. 

260 ,^>ro still, bo^ cat cot. Bapsid. 

26 (^ cnHaadarhon ibCB Smaper , blue Poxttoe- 

B Ittao >6o- ? m W Bc^ ttothi ca. BaotatoOX rtaa Stemv xuoth. 

• •^■•■■•^“**26.:."-. 

36 

2* . ■• 

2Z 


160 ^thto 

3^ 


Kostan^ 

exceadlE 


OQ ISantoatolX fin 


api a d tog onr 6!^ idlso psor boar, 
ear spaadtos 73 adZa» par 


260 

Stop-. 

160 

415 

Stop- 


415 

28 


O r wpt i ut Ifr tho«« tfOo eihltaa,. 160. 


■ toeao whtoo aalox ia the car, blae‘ Paottoe, thrao idxlte xalaa 
blaa Pca rt to e , Sesaadisg 75 Biles jar hoar, Borth 01 Maadanball fttai ' 
•nd jrcBcr loeatLaa Mr, 2607 

StoBdtQT, 260. 

425 , p*fc TW OX that Ibartang call, wa'ra at PseMo and Wslimfc 

415- idvlso that ;tt to a blaa Fcoxttoe oceaptsd by three 
last aaaa oertte ca HsndaiihalL Xna &isor at a hl^ zataoT apaad- 

Olay. 


Stop. Otoy, 28. (6i42>... 16C, aany fhrthar tofosEatlm? 
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Tzgf 7$\ 

260 

Slsp.. 

160 

Qlapu 

fiZspb 

160 

OSap^ 

lOSP^ : 
3S 

Zttxjr* 

3!f . - . 
fitspw ... 
26& 
Obtpm, 
260 

Uap, 

'Uap^ 

260 

lOsp^ 

37 : 

Sd3p. 

4V 

260 ^ 
Oiaio 
260 

asp, 

TfiO 


aoppiacajT # • m os, K>srra iothss rrao, jh,, hc, 39 , 

. SpMdiog north en Jaelsoa xuv, 

B3b* fhntlse srippased. b« north on. Jhehson. T^rca nhatai^ l£or • 

On th» way to Halolgh, 

Suhjvet' ca tho my to 3aT«tg^ noth on Jsotoan> nicrth towards os 

.TaoIrMw^ a bias Tcatiza coeapisd \y thxoe whLta miss, these snh3««ts ar 
■sypc e ed to ho vasbsd tar the sho^lcs^ (6:41) 

36 , ask if this ccold ho a hiss Pcstlao eccrertlhls, 

i6o/la‘ tbs4 ^ eanertib^ 

iBkaew^ J£0, at th2a ttu» 

36 , at tld» tlae, 

Ota3V36-...:. 

(6*42) . . 

Baste o a IS^o^^hbaa CtB±laa ooxnrtiUo oecaplod kr thmo sAlo lAlbaa, 1 

36 ,. a«*±Mp»t^ this ftatblaa eapw rti hh> with sen iddta rs^ir^ ia It gait 
vsatenaosaaXtaaEesww 

25i OsaarrSsm,.-,- 

,.:^l&sarv±s*— (6:^1 ; 

,co>hss4^ifict^=- .'...■ 
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Chairman Stokes. Anything further? 

Mr. Speiser. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, Mr. Dodd, for such time as he may consume. 

Mr. Dodd. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not require as much time as I had thought, 
primarily due to the rather thorough examination by counsel. 
However, I do have some questions and some comments I would 
like to solicit from you if I could, Mr. Holloman, regarding your 
testimony to our counsel. 

At what point in your relationship with J. Edgar Hoover did you 
become aware of his strong negative feelings about Dr. Martin 
Luther King? 

Mr. Holloman. I cannot give you the date. The only time, the 
first time that I had any inkling of that feeling that you refer to 
was when I read in the newspapers, in the public media, that there 
was a question as to Mr. Hoover calling Dr. King a liar. 

Mr. pODD. At no time in the 7 years that you worked intimately 
with him in the headquarters of the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion here in Washington were you aware of Mr. Hoover’s negative 
feelings and attitude about Dr. Martin Luther King and the civil 
rights movement? 

Mr. Holloman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Dodd, How were you hand-picked by Mr. Hoover? 

Mr. Holloman. No one can answer that question I think, sir. Mr. 
Hoover made a selection and you were notified, you were trans- 
ferred and there was no explanation given you. You weren’t called 
in and said, do you want this job or I want you to have this job, 

Mr. Dodd. He didn’t interview you ahead of time? 

Mr. Holloman, No, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. You had no personal interview ahead of time prior to 
your taking that position? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir, not that I can recall. 
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Mr. Dodd. Had you worked with him previously on a personal 
basis on other matters? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. The only personal relationship that I 
had with him was at one point in my career in Washington as an 
agent, I conducted tours of the Bureau, and on certain special 
occasions he would meet the individual, the single individual or 
maybe two or three individuals who wanted to meet him personally 
and he agreed to it. I on those occasions would escort them into his 
office and introduce them to him. I would say that would probably 
be the principal times that I came in jjersonal contact with Mr. 
Hoover. 

Mr. Dodd. Turning your attention nov^ if I could to your tenure 
£is the director of fire and safety in Memphis, in your executive 
testimony you described, if I can paraphrase it, the performance by 
the Memphis Police Department during the time of the sanitation 
strike and the assassination of Dr. King, as being exemplary. Is 
that a correct 

Mr. Holloman. If I said that, I would say that today, and if I 
said that then I stand by the statement. I thought that we had a 
good, efficient police department. 

Mr. Dodd. And that during that period of time from March 28, 
1968 through the early evening hours and afterwards of April 4, 
1968, the performance of the Memphis Police Department was 
exemplary? 

Mr. Holloman. Well, I would say, looking back at it now as 
Monday morning quarterbacking, I think we made some mistakes, 
they made some mistakes. 

Mr. Dodd. So you would like to correct your characterization as 
regards the performance of the department? 

Mr. Holloman. Right, if it was in that vein at this point in time, 
Imowing what I know now, and having available to me certain 
documents which have been brought out, I would say tha’t some 
mistakes were made, yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. I would like to go over that performance with you, 
and I appreciate your correcting the statement. 

You served as the top man. You were the director. I understand 
that that situation has now since been changed in terms of the 
structural operation of the fire departments and the police depart- 
ments, but in 1968^ as director of fire and safety, you were the top 
individual, ultimately responsible for the actions of both of those 
departments in the city of Memphis? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. And that in fact, as director of that office, your word 
could change a decision all the way down the line, in any one of 
those departments? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. Dodd. You had ultimate authority. Would it be fair to say 
that if there was an area of concern to you, any area, on any 
operation in the Memphis Police Department that you could find 
out what was being done? You had total access to information as 
well? 

Mr. Holloman. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. Who was doing what, where it was being done and so 
forth? 
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Mr, Holloman. I could have found out, yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. With that description in mind, I would like to address 
some questions to you. 

Would you agree with me that Dr. King’s visit to Memphis on 
April 3 and 4 was an event that required the most serious atten- 
tion of the Memphis Police Department in that a major civil rights 
leader was coming into a southern city during a major strike, and 
that you had in front of you a most serious and volatile situation? 
Would that be a correct characterization? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir, I think so, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. And in recognition of the situation, you ordered that a 
security detail be assigned to protect Dr. King, from the time he 
arrived at the airport? Is that also correct? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. That you personally made this decision; is that correct 
as well? 

Mr. Holloman. As to protection to be provided for him? 

Mr. Dodd. For Dr. King. 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. That was your decision? 

Mr. Holloman. That is my recollection, yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. But then you have testified that this security detail, 
the one that you ordered, was removed without your permission. In 
fact, you tell us that the>^ were removed without your being aware 
of that removal in any waiy whatsoever. 

Mr. Holloman, That is my recollection. 

Mr. Dodd. That no one came to you on April 4 and asked you if 
the detail could be removijd? 

Mr. Holloman. That is my recollection, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. No one came; to you on April 4, prior to the assassina- 
tion or even after the asjsassination, immediately thereafter, and 
informed you that in fact they had been removed? 

Mr. Holloman. That is my recollection. 

Mr. Dodd. That it was not until this year that you were even 
aware that they had been removed just prior to the assassination? 

Mr. Holloman. From my recollection, that is true. As I have 
testified, I believe earlier in the day, I probably was advised before 
that time, but my recollection is I did not. 

Mr. Dodd. Did it ever occur to you after the assassination, 
whether a matter of hours or even days afterwards, to inquire 
where the security people were at the time the assassination oc- 
curred? 

Mr. Holloman. I probably did but I don’t recall it, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. Didn’t you ever wonder about their performance and 
how they carried out their duties? 

Mr. Holloman. I wondered, have wondered for years, as to why 
this happened in Memphis, and why we could not or did not 
prevent the assassination; yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. Well, if you were so intrigued by that question, how is 
it that you did not know that there wasn’t anyone there until this 
year? 

Mr. Holloman. As I rejcall, I can’t testify that it was not until 
this year that I actually knew, and my recollection is that when I 
read that, that was my llrst knowledge but obviously or I would 
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assume that I knew about it before, but that is the extent to which 
I can answer your question, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. You testified that you were responsible for relieving 
Detective Redditt from his assignment at the firehouse on April 4. 
Is that also correct? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. You testified that, prior to removing Detective Redditt 
from duty, you didn’t even know that he was at duty at the 
firehouse actually, did you? 

Mr. Holloman. No; I didn’t mean that my testimony would — I 
do not recall specifically the details of the assignment and so forth, 
but I must have known at the time that that detail was in the 
firehouse. 

Mr. Dodd. In other words, you were aware of the fact that 
Detective Redditt himself was in the firehouse or just that there 
was a unit in there? 

Mr. Holloman. No. Detective Redditt and his partner would 
have been on an intelligence surveillance of that kind. 

Mr. Dodd. So you were aware of the fact that he was in the 
firehouse? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes. 

Mr. Dodd. And you were responsible for removing him from the 
firehouse? 

Mr. Holloman. I accept that responsibility. I don’t know wheth- 
er he was removed before I got to my office or whether he was 
already at the office, but I assume the responsibility. 

Mr. Dodd. What I am trying to get at here is that, as I under- 
stand your testimony, the reason that you removed him was be- 
cause of what you understood to be a threat against his life. 

Mr. Holloman. I did not — — 

Mr. Dodd. Or was there some other reason? 

Mr. Holloman. I didn’t intend to convey that that was the 
reason I removed him from the firehouse, because I do not recall 
specifically whether I removed him. I will say that because of the 
threat I wanted him given protection, which would naturally be 
that he would not continue his assignment. 

Mr. Dodd. Can you think of some other reason that you might 
have removed him from firehouse other than what I 

Mr. Holloman. There would have been no other reason. 

Mr. Dodd. So the reason weis that you were concerned about his 
life? 

Mr. Holloman. Right? 

Mr. Dodd. The threat made against him. 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. But you were not informed, as I understand it, of an 
FBI report received earlier that afternoon which indicated that the 
threat was in fact not against Detective Redditt but against a 
police officer in another community, another State in fact, I think? 

Mr. Holloman. That is true, assuming that that was the basis on 
which I took my action, which I cannot contradict. 

Mr. Dodd. In other words, you found out that Detective Redditt’s 
life was in danger, and you personally took an interest in that and, 
based on that threat, removed him from that situation? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Dodd. You personally got involved in it. Did Detective Red- 
ditt resist in any way the procedures that you suggested by remov- 
ing him from the firehouse? 

Mr. Holloman, None except the fact that he did not want to go 
to the motel. 

Mr. Dodd. I wonder if he had resisted your actions whether or 
not you would have canceled the protection that you provided. 

Mr. Holloman. Well, I don’t know. I mean under those — with 
that “if’, I don’t know. I would say that I would have been strongly 
inclined to have disregarded his desires in the matter and provided 
him protection. 

Mr. Dodd. My point is this: I am being a little facetious, but had 
Detective Redditt suggested to you that he did not want to be 
removed from duty because of the threat on his life, I presume in 
normal operating police procedures, because you did understand 
that a threat was being posed, that in fulfilling your official obliga- 
tions, regardless of his objections, that you would have removed 
him from that potential threat. 

Mr. Holloman. Yes; I think that is correct. 

Mr. Dodd. As any police officer would do? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes. 

Mr. Dodd, With any citizen? 

Mr. Holloman. Right. 

Mr. Dodd. Is that correct? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. I presume you might be anticipating what my next 
question is. 

How is it you can give me the answer you just have, and yet with 
the major civil rights leader of the country in your city, with a 
major strike or demonstration pending, the possibility of riot, and 
that individual’s life in danger, you decide to provide him with 
security, and at the request of someone in that organization, you 
then decide to remove those security measures and thereby jeopar- 
dize that individual’s life? I don’t understand. 

Mr. Holloman. I did not testify that I removed the security, and 
I do not — my recollection is that I had no part in the decision to 
remove that security detail, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. But it was removed. 

Mr. Holloman. It was removed, sir. 

Mr. Dodd, And you had requested that it be put in place? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. Dr. King was shot at approximately what time, do you 
recall? 

Mr. Holloman. Six o’clock. 

Mr. Dodd. Six o’clock, and do you recall how many minutes 
thereafter it was that the police department in Memphis had some 
information on the alleged assassin? How shortly thereafter? 

Mr. Holloman. I would say it was within 10 minutes is my 
recollection of it. 

Mr. Dodd. So at approximately 6:10, 10 minutes after the assassi- 
nation took place, the Memphis Police Department at least had 
some description of the alleged assassination? 

Mr. Holloman. I think that the radio logs would disclose specifi- 
cally the minute when that occurred. 
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Mr. Dodd, And you heard counsel describe that at that particu- 
lar hour in time the description consisted of the following informa- 
tion: Individual white male * * * young white male, fairly well- 
dressed, driving a late model white Mustang. In your 25 years of 
police experience, would you consider that description to be ade- 
quate enough to issue an all points bulletin and to set up whatever 
barricades or seal off major arteries of the city, in order to try and 
stop that individual from escaping? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes; I would say that would have been a proper 
procedure. 

Mr. Dodd. And as I understood it from your testimony, you 
really have no explanation as to why the police department did not 
issue an all points bulletin and did not seal off the city. 

Mr. Holloman. I do not know why the person in charge of the 
dispatcher’s office did not take that action. That was his responsi- 
bility to do so. 

Mr. Dodd. I am a little confused at your responses to the series 
of questions regarding the post-assassination actions of the police 
department. Specifically, what you were doing. I understand you 
were talking to the Governor. You made mention of the fact that 
you called the Governor shortly after the assassination, as soon as 
you became aware of it, but I was a little confused as to what you 
perceived to be your sense of priority in the community at the time 
that you became aware of the assassination of Dr. King. 

Could you characterize what you perceived in your official cap- 
city to be the priorities at that particular juncture? 

Mr. Holloman. Well, up until the time that the riots actually 
occurred, I would say that the assassination of Dr. King was the 
number one priority. After we had the riot situation, then I would 
say that they were on equed priorities. 

Mr. Dodd. l am sorry, they were on equal footing? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes; after the riots had started I would say that 
they were on equal footing at that point, as far as my responsibil- 
ities to the city of Memphis were concerned. 

Mr. Dodd. Were any members of the Memphis Police Depart- 
ment ever reprimanded in any way whatsoever for failure of per- 
formance in their duties after the assassination? 

Mr. Holloman. Not to my recollection, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. The dispatcher, for instance, who might normally be 
required to issue an APB, was not reprimanded? 

Mr. Holloman. Not to my recollection. 

Mr. Dodd. The person or persons on the security units or the tact 
units were not reprimanded in any way? 

Mr. Holloman. Not to my recollection, sir. 

Mr. Dodd. As director of the fire and safety department of that 
city, did you take any action whatsoever to determine the conduct 
of your department during the assassination? 

Mr. Holloman. Not to my recollection. 

Mr. Dodd. Can you explain to this committee why you did not 
take that action? 

Mr. Holloman. I cannot explain it except I was probably in 
dereliction of my duty for not doing so but I cannot explain why 
except the fact from a few moments when the riot started I was 
completely involved in that. I was also involved for the next week. 
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the next several days, in the preparation for the memorial march 
on the following Monday, in which I was involved almost full time 
with representatives of Dr. King’s group, and with others, to ar- 
range for that memorial march under the court order. I do recall 
that. I spent considerable time over that weekend. 

Mr. Dodd. I understand that immediately thereafter you had 
your hands full, but what I am concerned about is after things had 
settled a little bit. It would appear to me that assessing the per- 
formance of your department, taking necessary steps to reprimand 
those who had failed in their duties, instituting corrective actions 
to insure that should another occurrence arise, that the mistakes 
made would not be made again, would bd the logical steps for you 
to have taken. 

Mr. Holloman. That should have been made, and I cannot ex- 
plain to you why I didn’t do it at the time except that I had other 
matters, but I have no explanation for it and I will have to accept 
the responsibility for it. 

Mr. Dodd. I would just like to — and I don’t want to appear 
unduly harsh, Mr. Holloman, in characterizing the performance of 
the Memphis Police Department. But would I be harsh if I charac- 
terized the performance of the department during that period of 
time as being at the very least, incompetent? 

Mr. Holloman. I don’t think you would be correct. I think we 
made some mistakes, and I think under the circumstances that 
were occurring at the time, I think some honest mistakes were 
made; yes, I will admit that, but to characterize the department as 
incompetent, I do not think that would be a fair characterization of 
that department, 

Mr. Dodd. Here you have a situation where you have the major 
civil rights leader in the country in your city, you have a riot 
situation looking you in the face, security guards are removed, 
tactical forces are removed, surveillance is removed, there is a 
failure to issue an all points bulletin after a description is made 
available to the department in an effort to apprehend the assassin; 
it seems to me that those are not just minor mistakes. Those are 
major mistakes in the performance of a police department, particu- 
larly in light of what should have been obvious to the casual 
observer. At least for my own part, and I am not going to speak for 
this committee, but I have to feel that my characterization is an 
accurate one. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions at this time. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The committee will now operate under the 5-minute rule. 

Mr. Holloman, under questioning by Mr. Speiser earlier this 
afternoon, you made the statement, I believe I am quoting you 
accurately, “I was concerned we might have another riot because of 
Dr. King’s presence.” Do you remember that statement? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. Do you mean by that statement that Dr. 
King’s presence was in some way the cause of the first riot? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. As a matter of fact, his presence was not 
contributive to the riot, was it? 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 
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Chairman Stokes. The riot was solely caused by other individ- 
uals and circumstances; is that not true? 

Mr. Holloman. That is true, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. Now you said a few moments ago you learned 
of Dr. King's assassination by listening to a radio in your office. 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. A police radio or public radio? 

Mr. Holloman. It was a police radio. It was a receiver that was 
in my office. 

Chairman Stokes. And immediately upon learning that, what 
specifically did you do? 

Mr. Holloman. What specifically did I do? 

Chairman Stokes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Holloman. As I testified before, I did not take any action. I 
knew that there were commanding officers on the scene. I could 
hear from the radio dispatches what was happening. The chief of 
police was on his way to the scene. Members of the homicide 
department were on the scene. I did not take any personal action 
as far as the operations of the police department at that time. 

Chairman Stokes. But your further statement was that “Within 
30 minutes I called the Governor regarding the possibility of riots." 
Is that correct? 

Mr. Holloman. I talked to the Governor. I don’t recall whether I 
called him or he called me, but we were talking within approxi- 
mately 30 minutes. 

Chairman Stokes. Maybe I am in error, but I thought you had 
said “I called the Governor within 30 minutes to advise him of the 
possibility of riots." 

Mr. Holloman. If I did state that, I would like to correct it to 
say that I talked to the Governor. 

Chairman Stokes. It appears from the statements you made 
relative to the 600,000 people that you had responsibility for, and 
several other comments you have made regarding a riot situation, 
and the further statement here, “We have another riot," it would 
appear from your testimony that you were more preoccupied with 
the possibility of a riot than concerned over the assassination of 
Dr. King; is that correct? 

Mr. Holloman. That is not correct, sir. I had a very, very great 
concern for Dr. King’s assassination, and I don’t think that your 
characterization of what I might have been thinking is true. I was 
very much concerned about that, but I was at the headquarters, 
and these men, we had a large number of men with the command- 
ing officers, with the chief of police and with the chief of detectives 
or the homicide men who were at the scene who were taking care, 
I thought, of the situation. 

And someone else had to go in a different direction, which was 
the riot, possible riot situation that would have occurred, and I felt 
that that role would probably be better served by me being in- 
volved in that rather than getting myself involved in the other 
situation which I thought was being, at that time was being han- 
dled by the commanding officer. 

Chairman Stokes. My time has expired. 

The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Devine. 



325 

Mr. Devine. Mr. Holloman, what years were you in the director’s 
office? 

Mr. Holloman. As I recall, it was from 1952 until Au^st 1959. 

Mr. Devine. And you were there more in an administrative 
capacity than having to do with substantive investigations? You 
ran the personnel in the office and you were also the appointment 
person, the persons who wanted to see the Director would go 
through you? 

Mr. Holloman. Right. It was more of an administrative than an 
executive position, as far as my being in the Director’s office was 
concerned. 

Mr. Devine. It was more supervisory, was it not, rather than 
involving yourself in cases pending before the Bureau? 

Mr. Holloman. That is true. I was not involved in the cases or 
the policies and things of that kind. I was a transmission belt from 
the assistant directors or the associate Director into the Director. 

Mr. Devine. You were the agent in charge of a number of field 
offices during your Bureau career? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir; three or four. 

Mr. Devine. You were more of a supervisor, or administrator in 
your Bureau functions than a street agent, so to speak; is that 
correct? 

Mr. Holloman. Both. I also served quite a bit on the street. 

Mr. Devine. Yes. 

Then in your capacity in Memphis, I think they called you the 
safety director, is that how you were referred to generally? 

Mr. Holloman. Director of fire and police, director of fire and 
police. 

Mr. Devine. That too was primarily an administrative job, 
wasn’t it, to oversee the operation of the department, but that the 
decisions were made by the chief of police and by the chief of the 
department, fire department? 

Mr. Holloman. That is true, and I might say that when I left 
the position, I made a recommendation which I thought should 
have been carried out, and I still think it should be, and that is 
that they shouldn’t — that there should be a director of police, a 
director of fire, no chief of police. In other words, I think your 
command structure is improper when you have got a chief of police 
and a director of police. I think that one would have been suffi- 
cient. I made that recommendation. It has never been followed. 

I also recommended that the two jobs, that there should be a 
director of fire and a director of police, and that one man should 
not handle both of them. I thought it was just too much to have 
one man handling two large departments of that kind. 

Mr. Devine. The decision to pull off security on Dr. King was a 
decision made by someone other than you. 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir, that is my recollection, sir. 

Mr. Devine. Relative to both Chairman Stokes’ and Mr. Dodd’s 
comment relative to your priorities, I think you said that you put 
equal priority on seeking the assassin as well as your concern with 
your 600,000 persons because of the riots; is that correct? 

Mr. Holloman. That is fair, yes, sir. 
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Mr. Devine. And I think that immediately following the unfortu- 
nate death of Dr. King, that riots broke out not only in Memphis 
but across America. In fact, America was on fire as a result. 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. And it was your responsibility to do what you could 
to protect the citizenry of the Memphis area; is that correct? 

Mr. Holloman. That was what I felt very strongly about. 

Mr. Devine. I think you have admitted that, like all of us that 
are Monday morning quarterbacks, that if you had it to do over 
again there would have been some things you would have done 
differently; is that accurate also? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devine. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Preyer. 

Mr. Preyer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Just following up a little on Chairman Stokes’ questions about 
the rioting. The riot of the 28th appears to have been of concern to 
you. You gave that as one of the reasons for signing the security 
detail to Dr. King at the airport, and you mentioned your concern 
about rioting immediately after the assassination. 

What was the nature of the riot on the 28th? Was that what we 
have sometimes referred to here as the violence during the march 
on that date? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Preyer. This was not a separate standing riot apart from the 
march? 

Mr. Holloman. Well, it was both, sir. The violence broke out at 
the rear. That is the reason I answered the question that Dr. King 
was at the front of the march, and the violence which was breaking 
of windows and looting began at the end of the march, and then 
thereafter it became a riot throughout the entire city of Memphis. 

Mr. Preyer. So it did expand beyond the line of march. 

Mr. Holloman. Oh, yes, sir; it was all over the city. 

Mr. Preyer. How soon after Dr. King’s death did the rioting 
break out in Memphis? 

Mr. Holloman. The best of my recollection was it was within 30 
minutes or in that general time, maybe between 30 minutes or an 
hour. I can’t be any more accurate than that in my recollection. 

Mr. Preyer. You mentioned that the dispatcher had the respon- 
sibility for putting out an all-points bulletin and setting up road- 
blocks. 

Wouldn’t the dispatcher have to receive orders from somebody 
higher up to do that 

Mr. Holloman. No, sir. 

Mr. Preyer [continuing]. Rather than do that on his own? 

Mr. Holloman. Not under the policy that was in existence at 
that time. He had a great deal of authority as far as the movement 
of police under either ordinary or emergency situations, and he 
acted in that way. In other words, if any crime was committed or 
any calls come in, the dispatcher did not wait for somebody to tell 
him what to do. He was a commanding officer in the department, 
or was considered as such, and he had that authority and responsi- 
bility of doing just that, sir. 
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Mr. Preyer. So that you, under your procedure, the dispatcher 
there was the man with the responsibility and the authority to do, 
to set up, order the roadblocks set up and order an all-points 
bulletin, and neither he did it and no one else, as far as you know, 
suggested to him that he do it or asked why didn’t you do it? 

Mr. Holloman. That is my recollection, si’*. 

Mr. Preyer. There is, of course, a sinister explanation for why 
roadblocks weren’t ordered and why the all-points bulletins weren’t 
put out, namely, that someone deliberately did not do it. But the 
most benign explanation for the fact that no one in the police 
department ordered this, the only way to explain that failure, isn’t 
it that you were really concerned, the entire police department was 
concerned, about keeping the town from burning down? 

Mr. Holloman. I would say that played a large part into it, but I 
think that you should also consider the fact that with the com- 
manding officers who were on duty and who were on radio at the 
time, any one of those officers could have called in and said issue 
an all-points bulletin, or issue — so that any on^ of these officers out 
there could have done that. But I think that your appraisal of it is 
fairly accurate, I think there was concern, because we had just got 
through, had gone through, a very serious riot situation. 

Mr. Preyer, Thank you, Mr. Holloman. 

Chairman Stokes, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from the District of Columbia, Mr. Fauntroy. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you. 

Mr, Holloman, you are well aware of the allegations of conspir- 
acy that have been woven around your presence in Memphis, based 
and attributing sinister motives to a number of actions which were 
or were not taken, and you are aware that one of our responsibil- 
ities is to assess the validity of those sinister allegations. 

What has remained unresolved for me is the many things of 
which you have testified you were not aware. 

You said, for example, that while you were aware of security 
being assigned to Dr. King, as the chief executive officer you were 
not aware of that security being dropped at 5 p.m. on April 3. You 
have testified that you were not aware of any specific threats on 
the life of Martin Luther King, Jr. with respect to his return to 
Memphis, and that your reason for approving the security was that 
you were concerned about the previous appearance of Dr. King in 
Memphis around which violence erupted. 

Is that true; at least in those two instances you were not aware 
of withdrawal of security, you were not aware of specific threats on 
the life of Dr. King? 

Mr. Holloman. If I did not so testify, I should have testified or I 
will testify that what you have said is my recollection. 

Mr. Fauntroy. All right. 

Mr. Holloman. But as to a fact, I cannot say that I was not 
advised. I said my recollection is that I was not advised of that 
situation. 

Mr. Fauntroy. You have also testified that you cannot recall 
who communicated to you a threat on the life of Detective Redditt. 
Your recollection is that it was a Secret Service officer, and while 
you do not remember the specific reference to the Mississippi Free- 
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dom Democratic Party allegation, that you have the feeling that 
there were two allegations or two threats on Redditt. 

Is that your testimony? 

Mr. Holloman, Yes, sir, that is my recollection, and that was my 
testimony of my recollection. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And you really are not aware evep though you 
know that your presence and the allegation around your presence 
has been the subject of public concern for several years. 

Mr. Holloman. Yes; I am very well aware of that. 

Mr. Fauntroy. But you can’t remember under any circum- 
stances who communicated to you or whether or not in fact there 
were two threats communicated to you. 

Mr. Holloman. If I could recall that, then that would resolve in 
my mind, and I wish I could resolve it in my recollection. 

Mr, Fauntroy. You further testified that you were not aware of 
the COINTEL program during the period that you were responsible 
as the chief executive officer in Memphis. 

Mr. Holloman. That is true. 

Mr. Fauntroy. What did you do between 1959 and 1968 when 
you took the job in Memphis? 

Mr. Holloman. Right, sir. I was agent in charge of the Memphis 
office from August until the spring, February, March or April of 
the following year, when I stepped down for health reasons and 
remained in Memphis as a special agent. I remained there until 
July of 1964, when I retired from the FBI, and then I was director 
of development at Memphis State University for about 2 years. I 
was then executive director of the Mid-South Medical Center Coun- 
cil for Comprehensive Health Planning about a year and a half, 
and then I was director of fire and police. That brings you up to 
1968. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And during that period you had no knowledge 
whatever of any activities on the part of the FBI as communicated 
through memos or otherwise to FBI agents relating to civil rights 
leaders? 

Mr. Holloman. Not that I can recall, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Were you aware of undercover agents of the 
Memphis PD working with the Invaders, among the Invaders? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Were ypu aware that such undercover personnel 
were on the scene at the Lorraine? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. Fauntroy. I ask unanimous consent to provide me 2 addi- 
tional minutes. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, the gentleman is recog- 
nized for 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. Fauntroy. And finally you are aware, as other members 
have indicated, Mr. Dodd in the first instance, of how troubling it 
is to us as we evaluate this allegation of conspiracy that no all- 
points bulletin was issued, and your testimony is that you were 
unaware of whether or not such a bulletin had been issued? 

Mr. Holloman. My recollection was that there was not such an 
APB issued at the time. 
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Mr. Fauntroy. And your recollection is that it never occurred to 
you to do that? 

Mr. Holloman. That is my recollection that it did not occur to 
me at that time to do it, myself. I was depending upon the com- 
manding officer of the police department to do what was necessary 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney. 

Mr. McKinney. Mr. Holloman, my colleague from Connecticut 
and my colleague from Washin^on have covered most of these 
points, but I want to clarify two basic things that bother me.. 

One of the reasons this committee sits here spending the taxpay- 
ers’ money is because a great many people have written that there 
was either a conspiracy or complicity on the part of the Memphis 
Police Department and the FBI in the assassination of Martin 
Luther King. 

I remember, though it was 10 years ago, the municipal strike in 
Memphis as a really rare occurrence. Municipal employees didn’t 
make a daily habit of going out on strike 10 years ago. What even 
made it more incredible was that it was a Black against white, and 
it was basically the poor against the city establishment, and it was 
a daily subject of conversation in the eastern press, making the 
headlines. 

You sat with J. Edgar Hoover, and I understand' from your 
testimony that you interpreted his jottings on memorandum and so 
on to make sure they were carried out; is that correct? 

Mr. Holloman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. I have had the experience on this committee of 
reading many of Mr. Hoover’s jottings, and his jottings for not even 
making a telephone call were northern Siberia. Yet here you had a 
police department that totally failed to function when a national 
leader was killed. You stayed on until November of 1970, and 
nobody was demoted, fired, removed or an 5 d;hing else. Why? 

Mr. Holloman. As I have already testified, I cannot explain 
that, sir. I would say that it was a dereliction on my part that I 
didn’t. 

I would like to say that in the first part of your comments 
regarding the activities of the committee, that Mark Lane has 
made the allegation or made the original allegation that the con- 
spiracy evolved itself around the fact that I removed Detective 
Redditt from the security detail. I heard Detective Redditt’s testi- 
mony over the radio this morning in which he stated that he had 
nothing whatsoever to do with the security. 

Mr. McKinney, All right, I worked very hard this morning elicit- 
ing from Detective Redditt that he was never really on a security 
detail except when he presumed he was on at the airport, that he 
was in fact a Black officer hired essentially to report, to the police 
department the activities of those surrounding Martin Luther 
King, those of the Southern Christian Leadership Conference and 
those surrounding the sanitation strike. But what I am trying to 
say, Mr. Holloman, is that we have to somehow or other on this 
committee make a decision as to what happened. 



330 


We can understand your concern because you had a city that was 
the subject of every single major newspaper in this country at the 
time. You had a Black leader who was the subject of every single 
newspaper. You were in the midst of a civil rights movement. You 
had a walking time bomb in the city of Memphis. I can’t under- 
stand how anyone would have had the temerity, having been or- 
dered by you to check out the security of Martin Luther King, to 
remove that security without reporting to you. And I can’t under- 
stand that you wouldn’t have instantaneously after the riots, or 
even a year later, fired them, be it the chief of police, right on 
down, and I don’t understand how we can answer these questions. 

You testified that you ordered security on a man who was in 
great danger, and who the last time he had visited your city had 
not caused but around whom riots had happened, and yet someone 
removes that security and is not reprimanded when in essence 
removing that security put this whole country into flames. I was 
hoping you could elucidate on why in your behalf or the mayor’s 
behalf something wasn’t done to get to the bottom of what became 
a national tragedy. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The witness, however, may go ahead and answer the question. 

Mr. Holloman. Sir, I would like to answer you by saying that 
from my experience, if that security detail of four men, operating 
as they were on an smtagonistic situation, in which they were not 
welcome, they were not permitted to be in close proximity to Dr. 
King, under those circumstances I would from my experience say 
that they could not have prevented the assassination, and I think 
that has been proven in other assassinations in which even the 
^eatest of the protective services of this country, the Secret Serv- 
ice, we still have had assassinations. 

Mr. McKinney. Could I ask unanimous consent for 1 extra 
minute, Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, the gentleman is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. McKinney. I don’t think you are getting to the point of my 
question. Perhaps my question isn’t clear. I agree with you, we had 
several attorney generals testify in front of us that they would 
consider it impossible to stop a determined assassin with the whole 
Secret Service surrounding someone. But what I am talking about 
is the fact that here comes a man to Memphis, Tenn., upon whom 
you order security. The whole Nation is wondering why it was 
withdrawn. It was withdrawn by someone’s arbitrary act. A trage- 
dy happened that might have happened an}nvay, and nothing ever 
happened to the responsible party. 

Mr. Holloman. And which I have testified, sir, I don’t know, I 
have no recollection. You are saying you want me to asnwer as to 
why I did not take that action to find out why it was done and to 
take administrative action against the personnel involved. I have 
no explanation for it, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. I guess what I am saying is that if his arrival 
was a serious enough question so that security was ordered and 
that that security was removed, it is very difficult for us to possibly 
explain to the American people the dichotomy of that fact. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has again expired. 



331 


The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Sawyer. 

Mr. Sawyer. Just one question that has been nagging me. 

I have heard the terms security and surveillance used somewhat 
interchangeably. 

Was the staff, or were any people assigned to Dr. King as secu- 
rity, or was he under surveillance by people? I assume there is a 
difference in those two terms. 

Mr. Holloman. Right, sir. The detail that went to the airport 
under Inspector Smith was a security detail, in which we wanted to 
ask his cooperation, the cooperation of his people ^d provide him 
security, not surveillance. They were detectives in the detective 
bureau. They had nothing to do with intelligence. 

Now the other two men who were there, they were intelligence, 
and there is a difference between surveillance, and intelligence. In 
other words, under those circumstances I am trying to differentiate 
between security as to what happened then and between those two 
groups of individuals. 

Mr. Sawyer. But a surveillance group did remain, having them 
under surveillance; is that right? 

Mr. Holloman. Surveillance could also be involved in a security 
operation, yes. 

Mr. Sawyer. But, as a matter of fact, it was really for the 
purpose of intelligence or surveillance and would quite obviously 
not be with his consent or participation. 

Mr. Holloman. That was the two men who went to the airport, 
and who were later in the fire department, and that was strictly a 
surveillance. In other words, as I recall from the documents that I 
have read since that time, that the instructions that were given to 
that group, those two men, one of the principal things was to find 
out where Dr. King was going to stay in Memphis, because we 
didn’t even know where he was going to stay, in order to anticipate 
any security at that particular place if we had known in advance 
where he was going to stay. 

Mr. Sawyer. I have nothing further, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. Holloman, at the conclusion of a witness’ testimony before 
this committee, the witness is entitled to 5 minutes in order to 
explain or amplify the testimony he has given before this commit- 
tee. On behalf of the committee, I at this time extend to you 5 
minutes for that purpose, if you so desire. 

Mr. Holloman. I have a written statement which I will make a 
part of the record, but I would like for this purpose to read that 
statement at this time, if I could, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. You may proceed, sir. 

Mr. Holloman. I have welcomed the opportunity of appearing 
before the Select Committee on Assassinations of the House of 
Representatives to assist, if possible, in establishing the truth and 
the true facts concerning the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr. I have sufficient faith in providence to know that truth 
will prevail. I especially welcome this opportunity in view of the 
malicious and viciously slanderous portrayal of me through a despi- 
cable character in Abbie Mann’s television film King and in the 
grossly libelous treatment of me in Mark Lane’s book, all based on 
an unproven and ludicrous theory and unfounded allegation. 
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The erroneous inference has been left that I was an active par- 
ticipant in the conspiracy to murder Dr. King. I had not a scintilla 
or iota of a desire or motive to see any harm come to Dr. King and 
I categorically deny any implications in his death either directly or 
indirectly. One of the greatest disappointments in my life has been 
that Dr. King was assassinated and that he was assassinated in 
Memphis. My actions before and after this death give unequivocal 
evidence of that statement. In addition, no reasonable and prudent 
person could possibly believe any director of fire and police would 
want such an assassination to occur in his city knowing full well 
the riotous conditions which would follow immediately. 

Our concern for Dr. King’s safety is evidenced by the fact a 
detail of officers was dispatched to the airport when he arrived on 
April 3, 1968, for the purpose of offering police protection to him. 
This offer was declined. At that time our efforts to even learn his 
destination in Memphis were futile. We did not learn of his plans 
to stay at the Lorraine Motel until he arrived at that location. We 
then provided him the best security we could under the circum- 
stances. Even with full cooperation it is practically impossible to 
prevent an assassination of this kind as has been proven in other 
assassinations of that period. If there were measures we should 
have taken to prevent this tragic occurrence and didn’t, as viewed 
10 years after the fact, it was not because we did not have extreme 
concern for Dr. King’s safety and welfare. We thought at the time 
under the existing circumstances we were doing our best to provide 
security for Dr. King. No criticism whatsoever as to our handling 
of the matter came to my attention from any quarter. 

As for the matter of removing Detective E. E. Redditt from the 
observation or surveillance post at the fire station, which has been 
a principal concern of this committee as well as ithe principal 
theory of a television feature film producer and an assassination 
buff author of a book, the fact remains, and it has not been disput- 
ed, that a threat was made against Detective Redditt’s life. In view 
of the fact he and Patrolman Richmond, both Black officers, had 
been the department’s principal source of information as to the 
activities and plans of the demonstrators during the sanitation 
strike, we felt especially sensitive regarding any threats against 
either of these officers. It was the rational and logical course of 
action under the circumstances to provide Detective Redditt and 
his family security. To do otherwise would have been a callous 
dereliction of duty and human decency. 

My recollection after more than 10 years is that the threat 
against Detective Redditt was made by the Revolutionary African 
Movement (RAM) and that we were advised of it by a Federal 
officer who I recall as being a member of the U.S. Secret Service. It 
was and is my recollection there were two separate threats other 
than local ones. For over 2 years I have sifted through my memory 
as to the source of the threat. I have not been able to further 
clarify my recollection. 

Regardless of my recollection, however, the stark fact remains, 
without dispute, that Detective Redditt’s life was threatened as 
reported to us and was sufficient to dictate that action be taken to 
provide him security. This action was not taken solely by myself 
but was concurred in by other department officers at the time. 
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Detective Redditt did not at that time, nor has he since, questioned 
the legitimacy of the threat. His only reaction at the time was that 
he was not personally afraid. And his courage has never been 
questioned especially as evidenced by his service to the department 
during the sanitation strike. Detective Redditt has never since that 
time raised any question with me in any way concerning the action 
which was taken. I have seen him on numerous occasions during 
the past 10 years, including a meeting on the street in the spring of 
1976 when he advised me of his then intentions to run for Congress 
as a Republican against the incumbent congressman, Harold Ford. 
He did not at that time or at any other time raise the question of 
any doubt as to my actions on April 4, 1968. 

In view of the physical location of the fire station, it would have 
been impossible for Detective Redditt or a score or more officers at 
that location to have prevented the assassination. It would not 
have been physically possible from that location to have even seen 
from where the shot was fired. Patrolman Richmond, as dedicated 
a professional officer as any Tve known, was at the fire station and 
observed Dr. King when he was shot and he was in no position to 
prevent the assassination and could not do so. Detective Redditt 
could not have either and I believe he has so testified in executive 
session before this committee. Memoranda prepared contemporane- 
ously with the events by Redditt and Richmond, and especially by 
Patrolman Richmond, and contained in the homicide files of the 
department should dispel all doubts as to the nature of the assign- 
ment (it being one of surveillance and not of security) and the 
effectiveness of these men at the fire station. I believe the commit- 
tee has interviewed Detective Redditt and Patrolman Richmond 
and that they will testify before this committee. I respectfully 
request that the statements of Redditt and Richmond as contained 
in the homicide files and which I have furnished this committee be 
made a part of the record of these hearings. 

The records will reflect Detective Redditt was removed from his 
post at approximately 4 p.m. on April 4, 1968. Since I was in 
Federal court all day that day and considering the time when Dr. 
King was shot, I do not believe Detective Redditt was removed 
after I returned from court but that he was at the department and 
had already been removed. 

There apparently has been a persistent effort to prove a theory 
or allegation that the FBI engaged in a conspiracy to asssassinate 
Dr. King and that I, because of my past association with the FBI, 
was a party to that conspiracy. It is unbelievable to me that the 
JF3I would even entertain such an idea. It is ludicrous and prepos- 
terous that I would be a party to such a thing either directly or 
indirectly. And now lately, as reported in the news media, the 
ridiculous charge has been made that former and off-duty FBI 
agents assassinated Dr. Martin Luther King. Anyone, for whatever 
evil or ulterior purposes, can dream up preposterous theories and 
charges. Proving those theories or charges with truth and facts is 
another matter and has not been accomplished. 

I have been deeply disturbed that in view of my public service 
and reputation in the community, I have been viciously and delib- 
erately maligned and slandered — apparently without recourse. 
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I, more than any other living person, wish the truth to be estab- 
lished. My faith in my God sustains me and assures the truth will 
prevail and that my good name and reputation will prevail. 
Chairman Stokes. Thank you, Mr. Holloman. 

Mr. Speiser. I would move that Mr. Holloman’s statement be 
entered into the record. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be made a part of 
the record. 

[The prepared statement follows:] 

Statement of Frank C. Holloman 

I have welcomed the opportunity of appearing before the Select Committee on 
Assassinations of the House of Representatives to assist, if possible, in establishing 
the truth and the true facts concerning the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr. I have sufficient faith in providence to know that truth will prevail. I 
especially welcome this opportunity in view of the malicious and viciously slander- 
ous portrayal of me through a despicable character in Abbie Mann’s television film 
“King” and in the grossly libelous treatment of me in Mark Lane’s book, all based 
on an unproven and ludicrous theory and unfounded allegation. 

The erroneous inference has been left that I was an active participant in a 
conspiracy to murder Dr. King. I had not a scintilla or iota of a desire or motive to 
see any harm come to Dr. King and I categorically deny any implications in his 
death either directly or indirectly. One of the greatest disappointments in my life 
has been that Dr. King was assassinated and that he was assassinated in Memphis. 
My actions before and after his death give unequivocal evidence of that statement. 
In addition, no reasonable and prudent person could possibly believe any director of 
fire and {wlice would want such an assassination to occur in his city knowing full 
well the riotous conditions which would follow immediately. 

Our concern for Dr. King’s safety is evidenced by the fact a detail of officers was 
dispatched to the airport when he arrived on April 3, 1968, for the purpose of 
offering police protection to him. This offer was declined. At that time our efforts to 
even learn his destination in Memphis were futile. We did not learn of his plans to 
stay at the Lorraine Motel until he arrived at that location. We then provided him 
the best security we could under the circumstances. Even with full cooperation it is 
practically impossible to prevent an assassination of this kind as has been proven in 
other assassinations of that period. If there were measures we should have taken to 
prevent this tragic occurrence and didn’t, as viewed ten years after the fact, it was 
not because we did not have extreme concern for Dr. King’s safety and welfare. We 
thought at the time under the existing circumstances we were doing our best to 
provide security for Dr. King. No criticism whatsoever as to our handling of the 
matter came to my attention from any quarter. 

As for the matter of removing detective E. E. Redditt from the observation or 
surveillance post at the fire station, which has been a principal concern of this 
committee as well as the principal theory of a television feature film producer and 
an assassination buff author of a book, the fact remains, and it has not been 
disputed, that a threat was made against detective Redditt’s life. In view of the fact 
he and partrolman Richmond, both black officers, had been the department’s princi- 
pal source of information as to the activities and plans of the demonstrators during 
the sanitation strike, we felt especially sensitive regarding any threats against 
either of these officers. It was the rational and logical course of action under the 
circumstances to provide detective Redditt and his family security. To do otherwise 
would have been a callous dereliction of duty and human decency. 

My recollection after more than ten years is that the threat against detective 
Redditt was made by the Revolutionary African Movement (RAM) and that we were 
advised of it by a Federal officer who I recall as being a member of the U.S. secret 
service. It was and is my recollection there were two separate threats other than 
local ones. For over two years I have sifted through my memory as to the source of 
the threat. I have not been able to further clarify my recollection. 

Regardless of my recollection, however, the stark fact remains, without dispute, 
that detective Redditt’s life was threatened as reported to us and was sufficient to 
dictate that action be taken to provide him security. This action was not taken 
solely by myself but was concurred in by other department officers at the time. 
Deted;ive R^ditt did not at that time, nor has he since, questioned the legitimacy of 
the threat. His only reaction at the time was that he was not personally ^raid. And 
his courage has never been questioned especially as evidenced by his service to the 



335 


department during the sanitation strike. Detective Redditt has never since that 
time raised any question with me in any way concerning the action which was 
taken. I have seen him on numerous occasions during the past ten years, including 
a meeting on the street in the spring of 1976 when he advised me of his then 
intentions to run for Congress as a Ftepublician against the incumbent Congress- 
man, Harold Ford. He did not at that time or at any other time raise the question of 
any doubt as to my actions on April 4, 1968. 

In view of the physical location of the fire station, if would have been impossible 
for Detective Redditt or a score or more officers at that location to have prevented 
the assassination. It would not have been physically possible from that location to 
have even seen from where the shot was fired. Patrolman Richmond, as dedicated a 
professibnal officer as any I’ve known, was at the fire station and obi^rved Dr. King 
when he was shot and he was in no position to prevent the assassination and could 
not do so. Detective Redditt could not have either and I believe he has so testified in 
executive session before this committee. Memoranda prepared contemporaneously 
with the events by Redditt and Richmond, and especially by Patrolman Richmond, 
and contained in the homicide files of the department should dispel all doubts as to 
the nature of the assignment (it being one of surveillance and not of security) and 
the effectiveness of these men at the fire station. I believe the committee has 
interviewed Detective Redditt and Patrolman Richmond and that they will testify 
before this committee. I respectfully request that the statements of Redditt and 
Richmond as contained in the homicide files and which I have furnished this 
committee be made a part of the record of these hearings. 

The records will reflect Detective Redditt was removed from his post at approxi- 
mated 4:00 p.m. on April 4, 1968. Since I was in Federal court all day that day and 
considering the time when Dr. King was shot, I do not believe Detective Redditt was 
removed after I returned from court but that he was at the department and had 
already been removed. 

There apparently has been a persistent effort to prove a theory or allegation that 
the FBI eng£^ed in a conspiracy to assassinate Dr. King and that I, because of my 
past association with the FBI, was a party to that conspiracy. It is unbelievable to 
me that the FBI would even entertain such an idea. It is ludricrous and preposter- 
ous that I would be a party to such a thing either directly or indirectly. And now 
lately, as reported in the news media, the ridiculous charge has been made that 
“former and off-duty FBI agents assassinated Dr. Martin Luther King.” Anyone, for 
whatever evil or ulterior purposes, can dream up preposterous theories and charges. 
Proving those theories or charges with truth and facts is another matter and has 
not been accomplished. 

I have been deeply disturbed that in view of my public service and reputation in 
the community, I have been viciously and deliberately maligned and slandered — 
apparently without recourse. 

I, more than any other living person, wish the truth to be established. My faith in 
my God sustains me and assures the truth will prevail and that my good name and 
reputation will prevail. 

Mr. Speiser. As an exhibit. 

Chairman Stokes. That should also include the two reports that 
Mr. Holloman made reference to. 

Anything further? 

Thank you very much. You are excused, sir. 

There will be a meeting of the King subcommittee in room 304 
immediately following this public hearing. 

There being nothing further to come before the full committee at 
this time, the committee is adjourned until 9 a.m. Monday morn- 
ing. 

[Whereupon, at 5 p.m., Friday, November 10, 1978, the select 
committee adjourned, to reconvene at 9 a.m., Monday, November 
13, 1978.] 
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